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LONDON, OCTOBER 3, 1868. 
* aS a» isc a 
_ We PUBLISH THIS WEEK a paper read by Mr. Jevons, 
of Liverpool, at the meeting of provincial law societies 
Jately held at Leeds, and the resolutions to which the 
geting subsequently agreed. The paper in question 
deals with three questions, first, the fusion of the two 
Jpranches of the profession; secondly, the claim of attor- 
‘ peysand solicitors to be admitted to many offices now 
hela only by the Bar; and thirdly, legal education. 
_ Upon the first question the meeting did not pass a formal 
_gesolution; upon the second, they did maintain that 
their branch of the profession are entitled to a far 
freer admission to offices of dignity and emolument 
than they now enjoy. In this we agree with them; 
god, further, we are sure that the meeting discovered 
the true road to a remedy of this evil, in the reform 
which they propose upon the third subject—legal 
education. Upon this the meeting resolved “that 
the time has come when provision should be made for 
the foundation of a Law University, which should be 
_open to both branches of the profession without distinc- 
tion, and that the means of providing such an In- 
stitution already exist in the funds at the disposal of 
the Inns of Court and Inns of Chancery, which 
were originally common to both branches of the profes- 
sion.” And Mr. Jevons further argued that the degrees 
of such an university “should be the sole basis for 
determining the status and rank in the profession of all 
practitioners alike.” To the very words of these conclu- 
sions we do not express our absolute assent. But substan- 
tially they seem to us to embody three plain propositions 
. to which we do most cordially assent; first, that a school 
r schools for the systematic teaching of law ought to 
be established which should be open to all branches of 
the profession, and indeed to all the world; secondly, 
that the attainment of a certain standard of legal know- 
ledge ought to be a condition of admission to any branch 
of the legal profession ; and thirdly, that for the purpose 
of providing such education the Inns of Court ought to 
be utilised to the utmost, 

To anybody but an English lawyer the first proposition 
would sound a childish truism. Imagine a body of 
medical men in the present day finding it necessary 
solemnly to resolve that there ought to be schools for the 
systematic teaching of medicine! Yet, with respect to 
law such a resolution is by no means superfluous, for 











schools of law in any real sense of the term we have 


, The second proposition is not less certainly true, and 
in the case of the bar at least is not more remote from 


the existing state of things. The bar is essentially not 
‘free, but a restricted, profession. The public are not 
at liberty to employ whom they please, but must choose 
ne ofa limited number. The barrister cannot do what 
work he pleases on what terms he pleases, but must do 
Only certain work and on certain terms. This being 80, 
the public and the barrister being each deprived of the 
benefit of open and uncontrolled competition, each is 
entitled, according to the principles of justice always 
Recognised by the Legislature, to a certain protection in 
Teturn, the public to be protected against any avoidable 





risk of lighting upon ignorant advisers, the barrister 
against the rivalry of incompetent persons. It is the 
same with the cabs. . The State forbids free trade in 
their case as at the bar; and the State in return recog- 
nises the right of the public and of the cab driver to 
have unfit cabs kept off the streets. But what security 
is provided that only fit persons shall be admitted to the 
bar ? None whatever. The termsof admission are that 
the candidate shall pay a sum of money down; that he 
shall postpone earning his bread till a year or two later 
than he would do in other employments; that he shall 
dine so many times in a certain room; and that he shall 
sit for a few hours during the course of one year in the 
presence of a learned gentlemen who is reading a lecture, 
to which he may listen if he likes, or pay a fee as pupil 
to a barrister from whom he may learn as much or as 
little as he pleases, or pass an examination. If a travel- 
ler from Japan came home and told us that he had found 
such a system there, we should lift up our hands in 
wonder at the folly of the barbarians, All this rubbish 
cannot be too soon swept away, and a real course of 
study followed by a real examination made the only 
road to the bar. 

Thirdly, we say that to the Inns of Court we are en- 
titled to look for the establishment of a proper system 
of teaching. The promotion of the knowledge of law 
was the object for which they were founded, and they 
possess unequalled advantages for fulfilling their trust, 
if they only cared to do so. "They hold the keys of 
the profession, so far as concerns the bar, and may 
admit and exclude upon what terms they please. 
They have wealth, not enormous, but considerable 
wealth, amply sufficient for what is needed, for a 
school of law, like a school of medicine, ought to be in 
the main self-supporting. They have the prestige of 
antiquity and past greatness. They have teachers ready 
to their hands. They have halls, libraries, chambers; 
every element of a great legal university except one. 
That one is unfortunately education ; for what they do 
in the way of teaching is really too trivial to be worth 
mentioning, and is strictly confined to one class of 
students. 

We hope that those who passed the resolutions of 
which we have spoken will work in earnest for these 
ends—compulsory legal education for all lawyers, and the 
utilization of the Inns of Court of the purpose. We 
hope they will make the movement as general as possible, 
and seek the co-operation of as many classes as possible. 
If this is attained a fair distribution of honours and 
offices will naturally and inevitably follow. 





On SATURDAY LAsT last the jury were at length re- 
leased from the dreary Rachel case. The question they 
had to decide was the unpleasant one, which, if either, 
of two discreditable stories was true; and they arrived 
at a conclusion which we see no reason to quarrel with 
and do not care to criticise. We refer to the case not 
from any interest in the facts, nor from any point of 
law, strictly so called, having arisen, but because it 
has illustrated very prominently certain tendencies ob- 
servable in the practice of the courts, and still more in 
the views of the press and of the public with regard to 
that practice. The theory of our law is that the jury 
alone are to decide questions of fact; the judge is to 
assist them in forming their opinion, not to enforce his 
own. And this principle used to be insisted on with 
peculiar jealousy in criminal trials. But modern prac- 
tice is not alwaysin harmony with this theory; and the 
present race of judges might fairly be divided into 
two classes—those who try to enable the jury to decide 
a case, and those who insist upon deciding it themselves. 
Now, the Rachel case has been tried twice, the first time 
before a.judge who belongs distinctly to the first class, 
and the case ended in the discharge of the jary. Coming 
on for trial a second time, it was peculiarly a case for 
the jury, for the question. was little more than one of 
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mere credibility; and it was a question upon which one 
jury had already differed, and so able a judge as Mr. 
Russell Gurney maintained a strict neutrality. Now, in 
the conduct of this second trial we do not say that Mr. 
Kerr transgressed the limits of judicial impartiality, or 
laboured in his charge mainly to impress his own con- 
viction upon the jury. The published reports of the 
charge are too meagre to enable us to form a decided 
opinion upon the point, but it is clear that he was uni- 
versally supposed to have done so; and this was treated 
as the most natural thing possible. He was, in con- 


sequence, greeted with very boisterous applause by one ) 


portion of the press, and assailed, with the bitterness 
arising from conscious defeat, by another. One paper 
has gone the length of congratulating Mr. Kerr because 
he did not “ avoid the responsibility of expressing a dis- 
tinct opinion on one side or the other,” and goes on to 
say that he pointed out to the jury that, “being called 
upon to strike a balance, he found it weighed upon the 
side of a conviction.” It is startling to read such no- 
tions of the functions of a judge in a criminal trial 
boldly asserted. And if anything were needed to warn 
judges against usurping the functions of the jury, and 
playing the strong judge or the popular judge, it may be 
found in the praise and the blame which Mr, Kerr has, 
rightly or wrongly, had to encounter. 

But there is one point connected with the trial in 
which we have no hesitation in saying that we think 
Mr. Kerr was wrong, and that is in the way in which he 
dealt with the marks upon the paper on which certain 
of the disputed letters were written. He discovered, or 
rather it was shown to him, that the same maker’s name 
and marks appeared on some of the letters to “ William ” 
and on those avowedly written by the prisoner. And, of 


course, he was right in pointing this out, for what it was 
worth. But he was clearly wrong, we think, in holding 
the point in reserve until the summing up, instead of 
stating it to jury and counsel at a time when its value 
might have been tested, and it might have shown, as has 
been shown since, that it was of little or no real weight. 





THE REVISIONS of the electoral lists are finished in 
some districts, but in many they are still in progress, 
and likely to be so for some time to come. Most of the 
more general points of principle have been disposed of 
one way or other, if not both ways, by successive revis- 
ing barristers, and have already been noticed by us; and 
the barristers are now, for the most part, engaged in de- 
ciding mere questions of detail of the most ordinary 
character. The woman’s franchise question has been 
again raised several times in the course of the week, and 
in each case, except we believe one, the claim has been 
disallowed. The same point has been raised in Edin- 
burgh under the Scotch Act, the words of which are 
similar to the English; and the sheriff has de- 
cided against the claimants. In the metropolis 
much trouble has arisen in the case of occupants 
of rooms in model lodging houses, who have claimed 
as lodgers; but the question in each case has 
turned out to be simply one of fact. A singular case came 
before the revising barrister for the city, with respect to 
the under-tenants of single rooms forming parts of sets 
of chambers in the Temple, who claimed as occupiers of 
a “ house, counting-house, shop, or building,’ above £10. 
The barrister admitted them. Itis difficult to see why 
this claim should arise now for the first time. And ex- 
cept in the Temple it cannot arise again, not in 
Lincoln’s Inn for instance, for such rooms are not 
separately rated. But as there are no poor rates in the 
Temple, no difficulty arises there. 





“A GUARDIAN of Two Wards” complains to the Times 
hat there are no laws to prevent the “depredations ” of 
asurers. ‘‘Instances of strict protection of property, 
same sad, some almost comical, occur,’ he observes, 
“every day before our justices.” Three weeks’ imprison- 


Rr 
, ment for stealing an apple ; ditto “ plucking a sprig 
| of lavender ; two months for a legden paper-weight . 
| six years for stealing bones from a dunghill, and od 
forth ; while card-sharpers, skittle-sharpers, and betting. 
swindlers are watched and punished. And yet there js 
no check and no law for the “ great scheming dg 
dators,” the great and wealthy nondescripts, half. 
jewellers, half money-brokers, who pursue inexperienceg 
youths, just setting out in life, with offers of “confidep. 
tial assistance,” entangle them in their meshes ang 
fatten on the spoil. “ Why,” asks the guardian, “ shoulg 
there not be a law to make all interest beyond a certain 
rate illegal and irrecoverable.” 

The reason is simple enough. Up to a comparati 
recent date there was such a law, the continuation of g 
series running back to the middle ages. It was repealej 
simply because it was found to do harm instead of good, 
Of late years judge after judge has censured the impolicy 
of attempting to hedge round the extravagant or im. 
provident with such paternal restrictions. Equity wil) 
still relieve against transactions whose grossness brings 
them within the limits of fraud, and as the gua. 
dian is probably aware, his wards, while infants 
are protected by their own disability to enter 
into a binding contract; beyond this the law doe 
not now relieve anyone from any bad bargain he may 
be foolish enough to make with his eyes open. In truth 
no laws can or could give a complete protection to young 
men bent on folly and extravagance (unless they could 
save them from themselves), and any attempt to do s 
has merely this result, that it encourages extravagance 
by deluding its objects with the idea that they can both 
eat their cake and have it, and sets the harpies who prey 
on them adjusting their rates to meet an additional risk, 
The guardian complains of a “ black gap between law 
and justice.’ In many directions there is such a gap, 
but in this particular matter the gap complained of is 
nothing more than the mere inevitable interval by which, 
in a sinful world, “law ” falls short, and must ever fall 
short, of natural equity. If my neighbour attacks me at 
my garden gate with a big stick, or persists in coming in 
to my garden and trampling on my flower-beds, the law 
gives me a remedy; but there are a thousand petty dis- 
courtesies and annoyances at his command by which he 
can inflict upon me an equal amount of discom- 
fort without being amenable to any law; and yet, 
if .a paternal legislature were to attempt an ap- 
proximation at a complete protection of each of uw 
from the other, the interference would be unbearable, 
and the remedy far worse than the evil. The gap 
spoken of by the “ Guardian of Two Wards” is one 
which it is beyond the province of law to bridge over: 
it is an attribute of law that it shall ever be bounded by 
such gaps, and this particular gap is not half so black as 
he paints it. He will do well, therefore, to lay aside his 
palette and colours, and try whether, by surrounding his 
two wards with wholesome and manly influences, he 
cannot render them entirely superior to the wiles of the 
“depredators” of whom he complains. By so doing he 
will afford them a protection better than all the many 
laws which ever existed. 





WE HAVE OFTEN had occasion to point out the 
singular ignorance of or carelessness as to existing law 
from time to time displayed by those who undertake to 
amend it ; and a short Act of last session (31 & 32 Vict. 
e. 69) supplies another example. The Act is entitled 
“An Act to assimilate the law in Ireland to the law in 
England, as to costs in actions of libel.” It begins by 
reciting that such an assimilation is desirable ; and then 
goes on in its only operative section to introduce a rule 
for Ireland, that not only is not the rule in England, 
but never has been so. bi 

The English Acts bearing upon this subject are 48 
follows :—The 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, s. 6, enacted that in a0 





action of slander, if the plaintiff recoyered under forty- 
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he should have no more costs than damages. 
And under this Act no certificate can give him more. 
But the Act plainly does not apply to libel, and so it was 
held ; see Starkie on Libel, p. 113, 2nd ed The 43 
Hliz. c. 6, 8. 2,enabled the judge to certify to deprive of 
costs in all personal actions, in which under ‘forty- 
shillings was recovered. The 22 & 23 Car. 2, c. 9, enacted 
that in actions of trespass, assault, and battery, and other 
sonal actions, in which less than forty shillings was 
recovered, there should be no more costs than damages, 
unless a certain certificate were given. But though 
its language is large, this Act was held not to 
apply to libel: see Starkie on Libel, p. 116, 2nd 
ed. Up to this time, therefore, the case of libel was 
governed by the Act of Elizabeth, which simply enabled 
the judge to certify to deprive of costs; but otherwise 
left the right to full costs untouched. Then came Lord 
Denman’s Act, 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, which repealed the sta- 
tute of Elizabeth, so far as related to actions of trespass 
and trespass on the case, and (section 2) enacted that if the 
plaintiff, in any action of trespass or trespass on the 
case, recover less than forty shillings, he shall have 
no costs, unless the judge certify that the action was 
brought to try a right or that the grievance was wilful 
and malicious. This, then, became the ruling section as 
to libel, and by it »o costs are recoverable unless the libel 
be certified to be wilful and malicious, but, with such 
certificate, full costs. By the County Court Act, 1867, 
s, 5, a further certificate that there was sufficient reason 
for bringing the action in a superior court, or a rule or 
order of the Court or a judge, is required. It is plain, 
therefore, that the rule now introduced into Ireland 
never was the rule in England. 


In Ireland, in place of the Acts of Elizabeth, 


James, and Charles II., there was practically one Act, 
2 Geo. 1, c. 11, but it had plainly no application to libel, 
and was repealed by the Irish Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1853, which enacted instead (section 123) that in 
actions of trespass to land, assault and battery, or 
slander, if the damages be less than 40s. there shall be 


no more costs than damages, unless (in the case of tres- 
pass) acertificate be given. This of course also left the 
case of libel unprovided for; and the law in England and 
Ireland being so different it would have been no doubt a 
good thing to asimilatethem. The rule, however, for the 
futurein England will be no costs, in Ireland no more 
costs than damages, These rules may in ninety-nine 
cases out of a hundred produce practically the same 
result; but the law is not assimilated. 





WEARE VE RYGLAD to learn from a letter addressed by 
the Rev. Dr. Halley, of Dungarvan, to a contemporary 
that, whatever he may have said, he did not mean to 
make the formidable charges against Serjeant Barry 
which he was reported to have done, and to which we 
referred last week. It is satisfactory to learn (what the 
report in question give reason to doubt) that Dr. 
Halley’s theory as to the duties of an advocate is as 
i as we never doubted Serjeant Barry’s practice to 





PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.—No. IV. 
Common Law RIGHTS AND LIABILITIES. 
Actions for Torts. 

A person who orders another to do or aids him in com-~ 
mitting an injury to a third party is responsible for the 
tort committed. 

Hence, if A. orders B. to assault C., A. as well as B. 
is responsible, and this responsibility will often be con- 
sidered as the responsibility of a principal for the acts 
of his agent. In truth, however, this responsibility has 
nothing to do with the relation of principal and agent 
or master and servant. The wrong committed is in fact 
committed by two joint wrong-doers, and they are jointly 
liable. The liability may arise in cases where no rela- 





sion of master and servant exists. Thus, where persons 
driving in a hired carriage urge the postillion to drive 
recklessly against a third party, they were held liable to 
him, though, in point of law, the riders in the carriage 
were not the masters of the postillion (M‘Laughiin v. 
Prior, 4 M. & G. 48). A master or employer’s liability 
extends far beyond what may be called his personal 
liability for torts committed by his orders, and depends 
on the following principle:— 

An employer or master is liable for the torts of his ser- 
vant, if committed in the course of the servant’s employ- 
ment in his employer’s service. 

This rule, subject to exceptions, afterwards pointed 
out, is of universal application. The master’s responsi- 
bility is the same, whether the act of the servant be one 
of omission or commission, whether it be negligent, 
fraudulent, or deceitful, or whether it be an act of posi- 
tive misconduct. Nor is the master’s responsibility 
lessened by the fact that he did not authorise (Zimpus 
v. London General Omnibus Company, 11 W. R. 149) or 
even know of (Collett v. Forster,5 W. R. 790; 26L. J. 
Ex. 412) the servant’s act or neglect, and even if he dis- 
approved of or forbade the act, he is equally liable, pro- 
vided that it be done in the course of his servant’s em- 
ployment. 

What is to be particularly remarked for the omis- 
sion to notice it sometimes causes great confusion, 
is that a master’s liability for his servant’s torts does 
not, as in the case of a principal’s liability for the cen- 
tracts of his agent, depend on the master having autho- 
rised the act.. The reason why he is liable is that by 
employing the servant he puts the whole thing, as has 
been said, in motion (Duncan v. Findlater, 6 CL. & F. 
894), and what the servant does being done in the mas- 
ter’s service, the latter is liable. The thing to be looked 
to is not “authority,” but “employment.” In some 
cases it has been laid down that the act of which com- 
plaint is made must, in order to make the master liable, 
be done by the authority, express or implied, of the de- 
fendant, but the criterion is not whether the master has 
given authority to the servant to do the particular act, 
but whether the servant does it in the course of his 
employment.” (Seymour v. Greenwood, 9 W. R. 518; 30 
L. J. Ex. 192). 

From the nature of the rule itself it follows that in 
order to make one person liable for the torts of another 
as his servant, two points must be established. 

The first point to be established as against the defen- 
dant is, that the wrongdoer was his servant. It may 
often be doubtful whose servant the particular man is. 
Thus, it was at one time doubted whether, when a car- 
riage was hired, the coachman was the servant of the 
owner of the carriage or of the hirer ( Laugher v. Painter, 
5 B. & C. 547). It is now, however, firmly settled that 
the coachman is the servant of the owner and not of the 
hirer of the carriage, und that the former, therefore, is 
liable for damage caused by the coachman’s negligence 
(Quarman v. Burnett, 6 M. & Cr. 499). 

Laugher v. Pointer and Quarman v. Burnett are im- 
portant as establishing principles which extend far 
beyond the particular cases decided. They establish, for 
instance, what is not an obvious rule, that a servant 
cannot be the servant of two independent mas- 
ters. Of a coachman it issaid, and the remark applies 
to other servants, “he is the servant of one (i.e,, the 
owner) 07 the other (i.e,, the hirer), but not the servant 
of one and the other. You must bring your action 
either against the principal or against the coachman who 
commits the injury, but you cannot bring it against the 
owner and the hirer of the carriage ” (Laugher v. Painter). 
This point is now too well decided to admit of ques- 
tion, but were the matter to be argued de novo, there is 
not any apparent reason why the person injured should 
not be allowed to sue at hischoice either the owner or the 
hirer. The hirer might in this case, of course, be given 
a remedy over against the owner, 

These cases further establish, or rather lay a founda- 
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' tion, for the very extensive rule that, where one person 
employs another, commonly called a “contractor,” to per- 
form certain works for him, and an injury arises from 
the unskilfulness, negligence, or default of the workmen 
employed by the contractor, the contractor, and not his 
employer, is liable. In other words, the workmen are 
considered the servants of the contractor, and not the 
servants of the person employing the contractor. Thus, 
where a company employed a contractor to build a via- 
duct, and a man was killed through the negligence of 
the workmen building it, the company was held not 
liable, even though it had reserved to itself power to 
dismiss incompetent workmen if employed by the con- 
tractor (Reedie v. North-Western Railway Company, 4 
Ex. 244, and Knight v. Fox, 5 Ex.721). So where com- 
missioners employed A, to pave a district, and A. em- 
ployed B. to pave a portion of it, and the plaintiff was 
injured by the negligence of B.’s workmen, A. was held 
not liable, as the wrong was not committed by his ser- 
vants (Overton v. Freeman, 21 L. J. C. P. Ex, Ch. 52), 

But the rule that a person who employs a contractor 
is not liable for the torts of the contractor's servants is 
subject to the following limitations:— 

Firstly. An employer is liable where he personally in- 
terferes with the acts of the workmen. 

Secondly. An employer is liable where the act con- 
tracted to be done is in itself unlawful (Peachey v. Row- 
land, 22 L. J. C. P. 81), or in itself a nuisance and ne- 
cessarily prejudicial (Butler v. Hunter, 10 W. R. 214). 
The distinction seems to be between cases where the 
mischief arises from the thing done where the employer 
is responsible, and cases where the mischief arises not 
from the thing itself, but from the mode in which it is 
done. In the latter case the employer of the contractor 
is not responsible. 

Thirdly. The employer is responsible where the con- 
tractor is entrusted with the performance of a duty 
which is incumbent on the employer, and neglects to do 
it. “ If,’ it has been said, “an independent contractor 
has been employed to do a lawful act, and in the course 
of the work he or his servants commit some casual act 
of wrong or negligence the employer is not answer- 
able.* That rule, however, is inapplicable to cases in 
which the act which occasions the injury is one which 
the contractor is employed to do, and, by a parity of 
reasoning, to cases in which the contractor is entrusted 
with the performance of a duty incumbent upon his 
employer and neglects the fulfilment. . . . . If 
the performance of the duty be omitted the fact of his 
having entrusted to a person who neglected it furnishes 
no excuse” (Pickard v. Smith, 10 C. B. 480). This prin- 
ciple seems to lie at the basis of such cases as Gray v. 
Pullen, 13 W. RB. 257, 34 L. J. Q. B. Ex. Ch. 265, Here 
the defendant, the owner of a house, employed a contractor 
to make a drain, by virtue of 19 & 20 Vict.c. 120. The 
contractor made the drain, but filled up the ground so 
negligently that it subsided and left a hole, into which a 
person fell, and was injured. The Queen’s Bench held 
that the defendant was not liable; the Exchequer 
Chamber that he was liable. The judgment of the 
latter Court is not altogether satisfactory, since it almost 
implies a distinction between the liability of an employer 
when aduty is imposed by statute and when a duty is 
imposed simply by common law. Doubts have already 
been thrown upon the correctness of this judgment by 
the highest authority ( Wilson v. Merry, L. R. 3 H. L. 
337). 


(Zo be continued.) 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1867. 
Part I. 

If these returns were made up to the end of the year 
to which they purport to belong there would be ground 
for complaint that the public do not receive them until 
the end of August, but seeing that in fact the greater 





* Vide sup, on Negligence. 





————— 
part of the returns now under consideration are only uw 
to the 29th of September, 1867, and the most Tecent to 
the 3lst of March, 1868, the least that can be said is, 
that we are entitled to have the important informatigy 
contained in this blue-book before the greater part of it 
is nine or ten months old. 

In 1866 the increase in the numbers of the poligg 
force in the whole of England and Wales was 478; in 
1867 there was a further increase of 351, consisting of 
7 head constables of boroughs, 12 inspectors, 49 ger. 
jeants, 276 constables, and 7 detective officers, Thg 
total numbers of the police and constabulary force were, 
at the date of the return, 24,073. In proportion to the 
numbers of the population the police are as 1 to 889; in 
the previous year they were 1 to 893. As might haye 
been anticipated, there is a large increase in the cost of 
this force, arising not only from the increase of n 
but also from the increase in their pay. The ay 
cost per man has gradually increased from £72 2a in 
1859, to £79 15s. 6d. in 1867, the increase in the last. 
year being no less than £2 15s, 6d. on the year 1866, 
The total cost of the force is £1,920,505, a sum larger 
by £93,399 than the total cost in 1866. It is a fact 
worthy of notice that while the police force has since 
the year 1857 increased in numbers upwards of 25 per 
cent., the total cost has increased more than 51 per cent, 
an increase which would, in the natural course of events, 
benefit every member in the shape of increased salary or 
pay. To the total cost of our police establishment the 
public revenue contributes £457,491, the remainder is 
provided from local sources. 

In the number of depredators, offenders, and suspected 
persons at large, and the number of tramps and vagrants, 
there is a decrease of 1,153, following a decrease in 1856 
of 3,060 on the numbers of the previous year. They 
amount to 112,403, of whom 15,090 are under sixteen 
years of age. 

In the number of known thieves and depredaton 
there is an increase of 83; but under each of the other 
heads or classes there is a marked decrease, These 
offenders, depredators, and suspected persons who are 
designated as “the criminal classes at large,” are in 
London in the proportion of 1 to 219 of the population, 
a tact which may be held to be greatly to the advantage of 
that locality, seeing that in none of the groups of towns, 
as usually classed in the returns, is the proportion s 
favourable; in fact, the metropolis is pre-eminent for 
the small proportion of “the criminal classes at large.” 
Possibly this may be due to the vigilance of the polica, 
or to the existence of a larger number of police in and 
about London; but whatever may be the cause, the fact, 
whatever it may be worth, deserves to be noted. 

The whole of the criminal classes in 1866 numbered 
140,927, and this number included the “ criminal 
classes at large.” In the year 1867 the criminal classes 
numbered 141,173, of whom 112,403 were “at large,” 
17,205 in local prisons, 7,586 in convict prisons, and 
3,979 in reformatoriea, 

In the year 1867 there is a large increase over 1866 
in the number of indictable offences not summarily dis 
posed of ; in the latter year the number was 50,549, and 
in the former 55,538. In respect of these offences, 
27,190 persons were apprehended in 1866, and 28,132 in 
1867. Of the persons apprehended in respect of these 
offences, 8,558 were discharged, and of the remainder, 117 
were discharged on bail to appear further if required, 
1,663 were bailed to appeur for trial, 41 were committed 
for want of sureties, and 17,753 were committed for 
trial. Again we have to notice that the proportion of 
persons apprehended compared with the number of 
crimes committed is decreasing, it having been in 1866 
53 per cent., but in 1867 only 50 per cent., and while #% 
small a proportion were apprehended, those ultimately 
committed for trial did not excetd 33 per cent. of the 
number of crimes committed. 

In the table of indictable offences of each description 
committed so far as known to the police, 135 murders 
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are reported, being 4 more than in the previous year ; 
also 45 attempts to murder, being the same number as in 
1866. Offences against the person were 2,799, as against 
9,861 in the previous year, exhibiting a decrease of 62 
in that class of offence; but under every other heading 
in which offences are classed—namely, against property 
with violence, against property without violence, mali- 
cious offences against property, forgery, &c., and offences 
not included in any of these classes—there is an increase 
amounting in the whole to 5,051 offences. Of the 
murders 85 were in counties, 39 in boroughs, 9 in the 
Metropolitan police district, and 2 in the City of London. 
In respect of the 2,799 offences against the person, 
2,867 persons were apprehended, of whom 651 were dis- 
charged and 2,216 committed for trial, being 79 per cent. 
In the previous year the proportion was only 78 per 
cent. The number of persons apprehended in respect of 
the 5,911 offences against property with violence was 
2,776 ; of these 676 were discharged and 2,100 com- 
mitted, being in the proportion of 35 per cent., the same 
having been 39 per cent. in 1866. The total number of 
indictable offences reported was 55,538; the total 
number of persons apprehended for these offences was 
28,132, and the total number of these discharged 8,405, 
leaving 19,727 as the number against whom the evi- 
dence appeared sufficient. This number is in the pro- 
portion of 35 per cent. to the total number of offences 
reported ; the number having been 37 per cent. in the 
preceding year. 

The total number of persons proceeded against sum- 
marily was 474,665 ; of these 335,359 were convicted, 
and 139,306 discharged. In the total number there is 
a decrease of 7,105 as compared with the total of 1866 ; 
in the number of convictions there is a decrease of 3,732. 
The penalties imposed for these offences were various 
terms of imprisonment, ranging from fourteen days to 
six months and upwards, and of the juvenile offenders 
1,467 were sent to reformatories, and 1,087 to industrial 
schools. The punishment of whipping was awarded in 
705 cases ; only 596 were whipped in 1866. 

In 1866 there were 10,831 offences against the game 
laws, and in 1867 there were 11,436, being an increase 
of 605, or more than five per cent. 

The class or character, as well of the persons appre- 
hended for indictable offences as of those summarily 
proceeded against, are stated in the returns, which show 
that out of the 502,797 included under these two heads, 
19,236 were known thieves, and that 191,391 were of 
previous good character. A statement is also furnished 
whereby it appears that 13,524 known thieves are at 
large, of whom 2,542 are in the metropolis. Both num- 
bers are less than those for 1866. 

During the year 1867 there were ninety-one appeals 
to quarter sessions against decisions of justices, being the 
same number as in each of the two preceding years. Of 
these 53 were affirmed, and 38 were quashed, the same 
asin 1866, the numbers in 1865 were 57 and 34. In 
1867 there were 9 appeals removed into the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and 11 such appeals were argued. Under 
the 21 Vict. c. 44, 89 cases were stated for the opinion of 
the superior courts; 81 of these were removed into the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, 47 of them were argued, and in 
46 judgment was given, but the return from this court 
fails to inform usin how many of these cases judgment was 
affirmed or reversed ; 8 were removed into the Court of 
Common Pleas, in 5 of which judgment was affirmed, and 
in 3 reversed, 

The number of verdicts given by coroner’s juries was 
24,648, of this 255 were verdicts of murder and 179 of 
manslaughter, being a decrease of 17 and 44 on the num- 

of the previous year, and there was a decrease of 278 
in the total number of inquests held during the year. 
There were 6,923 inquests held on children under seven 
years of age, and these children are divided as follows:— 

Legitimate. Illegitimate. 
1 year and under .. 2960 ...00 1158 
Tyears,and abovel year, 2609 ...... 201. 





In these numbers the illegitimate children are in about 
the same proportion to the whole number of those under 
seven years of age as was shown in the returns of last 
year under the same heading. 

The average cost of each inquest, including the coro- 
ners’ salaries and travelling allowances, is stated at 
£3 2s. 2d,, being about the average amount of the 
eleven previous years. 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
31 & 32 VicToRIz. 

Cap. LIV..—An Act to render judgments or decreets, 
obtained in certain courts in England, Scotland, and 
Ireland respectively, effectual in any other part of the 
United Kingdom. 

By the general rules of law, the Court in which a 
judgment is recovered has alone control over it, and all 
proceedings founded upon it. It, and it only, can issue 
process to enforce its judgment. And no Court has 
power to issue any process which shall have any effect 
beyond the limits of its jurisdiction. The consequence 
was that until now, if a judgment were recovered (say) 
in England, and the judgment debtor were in Ireland or 
had property there, no process could issue against either 
person or property. The English Court was powerless, for 
it had no jnrisdiction in Ireland. The Irish Courts 
could do nothing, having no jurisdiction over the 
cause, 

The judgment-creditor had therefore no remedy open 
to him but the clumsy one of bringing an action in 
Ireland upon the English judgment, and then, having 
obtained a new judgment, enforcing that by process. 

The object of the present Act is to provide a simple 
machinery by which a judgment obtained in a superior 
court in any one of the three parts of the United King- 
dom may be enforced in either of the others. It provides 
that on the production to the Senior Master of the Com- 
mon Pleas in England, the Master of the Common Pleas 
in Ireland, or at the Register Office in Scotland, of a 
certificate of a judgment of a superior court in either of 
the other countries, purporting to be signed by the pro- 
per officer, the certificate is to be registered, and is there- 
upon to have the effect of a judgment of the court in 
which it is registered obtained at the date of registration. 
Process may then issue from the latter court; and not 
only the original amount of the judgment, but the costs 
of the certificate and registration may be recovered. If 
the judgment be more than a year old, leave of the 
Court in which it is sought to register it must first be 
had. . 

Security for costs is not to be required in proceedings 
under the Act, except by special order upon special 
grounds. 

In order to compel judgment creditors to adopt the 
simpler and cheaper process, section 6 enacts that if an 
action be brought upon any judgment which might have 
been registered under this Act, the party bringing the 
action shall be entitled to no costs without an order of 
the Court or a judge. But it must be observed that the 
Act applies only to judgments obtained after the passing 
of the Act, namely, the 13th July, 1868. 


Cap. LVIII.—An Act to amend the law of registration so 
far as relates to the year 1868, and for other purposes 
relating thereto. 

The greater part of this Act relates to the mere 
machinery for the revision of the lists of voters in the 
present year, an operation which is now nearly completed. 
Those which deal with substantive law have already been 
explained and commented on in the remarks which we 
have from time to time made upon the points arising, or 
likely to arise, during the revisions. 


Cap. LXVIIL—An Act to facilitate liquidation in cer- 
tain cases of bankruptcy, arrangement, and winding- 


up. 
This Act applies only to those cases where the pro- 
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ceedings which involve the cessio bonorum have been 
initiated before the passing of the Act. The remedial 
operation of the enactment is therefore restricted to 
matters which, as regards the relation between a debtor 
and his creditors, have already occurred. The Act per 
se, therefore, is virtually a temporary one, and must 
probably be looked upon as intended to be the herald of 
some more comprehensive measure. 

By the interpretation clause, section 2, “ arrange- 
ment” means arrangement, conveyance, or assignment 
by a debtor with or for the benefit of his creditors, by 
deed registered under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
“Deed’’ includes any instrument. “ Winding-up” 
means the winding-up of a company in any manner 
under the Companies Act, 1862, and any Act amending 
the same. “ Liquidators’? means assignees in a bank- 
ruptcy, trustees, or inspectors, or other persons acting 
on behalf of a debtor and his creditors under an arrange- 
ment, or official or other liquidators in a winding-up. 

Section 4 confines the Act to cases of bankruptcy ad- 
judicated before the passing of the Act, or supervening 
upon a deed of arrangement registered before that time, 
to cases of ‘‘ arrangement ” where registered, and to cases 
of winding-up where proceedings were pending at the 
passing of the Act. 

The objects of the Act are twofold, viz., to facilitate the 
division of the assets in specie, and to enable foreclosure 
to be made by notice without suit. 

Sections 5 to 11 inclusive regulate the mode in which a 
division of assets in specie may be effected. By section 5 the 
liquidators, if they deem it for the benefit of the estate 
that any part of the assets should be divided in specie 
or dispused of without a sale, may prepare and file a 
scheme in the Court of Chancery for that purpose; 
which scheme (section 6) may provide that any class of 
secured creditors shall take in or towards discharge of 
their claims on the estate the securities held by them, 
at a value and in ‘such manner as the Court may deter- 
mine. General orders are to provide for the mode 
in which notice of the scheme shall be published, 
and also as to the time when the liquidators 
may apply to the Court, in a summary way, for the con- 
firmation. By section 9 the Court may confirm the 
scheme with or without alteration or addition after 
hearing the liquidators, and any creditors or others it 
may think entitled to a hearing, and if satisfied that no 
sufficient objection is shown to the proposal. By section 
10 the scheme, as and when confirmed by the Conrt, is 
made binding to all intents, and all affected by the 
scheme shall conform to its conditions, aud, under the 
direction of the Court, all necessary parties shall per- 
form all acts requisite for vesting any portion of the 
assets of the estate in accordance with the scheme. The 
wishes of the creditors or of classes of the creditors, in- 
dicated by any sufficient evidence, may be had regard to 
by the Court in determining on the confirmation of the 
scheme, and the Court may direct meetings of creditors 
to be held, and regulate the mode of such meetings in 
order to ascertain the wishes of such creditors, The 
value of the debts and the nature of the several securi- 
ties being always to be regarded. The Court may also 
appoint a chairman of any such meeting, who will report 
the result to the Court. 

Section 12 with its sub-sections prescribesthe mode in 
which the settlement of the claims of secured creditors, 
by enabling them to foreclose by notice, may be facili- 
tated. In any case of bankruptcy, arrangement, or 
winding-up within the Act any creditor, with a security, 
charge, or lien on the assets of the estate in liquidation, 
may, without suit, give notice in writing to the liquida- 
tors and the debtor of his debt and the security he 
holds or claims, and require payment within a time, not 
less than six months from delivery of the notice, to be 
therein specified. 

Unless the liquidators within the time mentioned 
comply with the notice or give a counter-notice to the 
creditor-that they dispute his claim, then from the ex- 





—===== 
piration of the time specified the creditor shall be ep. 
titled and bound to retain in full satisfaction of the 
debt or demand stated in his notice, that portion of the 
assets over which he claims to have a security, and the 
right and title of the liquidators and debtor therein jg 
thenceforth foreclosed. The latter are to execute, at the 
cost of the estate, all deeds and necessary acts for vestj 
in the creditor the assets in question free from all their 
right of redemption. 

By the 13th section,‘general orders are authorised tp 
be made by the Lord Chancellor with the advice and a. 
sistance of any two of the chancery judges, for the better 
execution of the Act and regulation of procedure; but, 
subject and until such general orders are made, the forms 
in the schedule or forms to the like effect may be used 
for the purposes therein indicated. The only forms 
given in the schedule are the notice and counter-noticg 
to be given by the creditor and liquidators respectively 
in the proceeding under the 12th section to foreclose by 
notice. 

The Act leaves a considerable discretion in the Court, 
which was probably necessary in order that the beneficial 
results expected from its provisions might, in those cases 
to which it is intended to apply, be attained. 

The Act is to be cited as the Liquidation Act, 1868, 
and does not extend to Scotland or Ireland. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Bacon, Q.C.) 
Oct. 1.—His Honour sat to-day for the first time since his 
appointment, and there was a large attendance of the bar 
and other members of the legal profession. 


Re Humphreys. 

Mr. A. S. Godfrey appeared for the bankrupt, and M. 
Boydell for the detaining creditor. 

This was an application for release on the part of William 
Humphreys, who had carried on business as a licensed vic- 
tualler in Hand-court, Holborn. The application was 
opposed on the ground that the first meeting under the 
bankruptcy had not yet been held, and that no benefit 
could accrue to the creditors by the release of the bankrupt, 
who had executed two bills of sale on his property. The 
Court was asked not to make any order in favour of the 
bankrupt. 

His Honovr, in deciding the case, laid down the prin 
ciple that as the application for release was made by the 
debtor, it was for the detaining creditor, if he wished to 
oppose the application, to prove that the estate would be 
prejudiced by the release of the debtor. He did not agree 
with the view that it was incumbent upon the debtor, if 
opposed by his detaining creditor, to satisfy the Court that 
his release from custody would conduce to the benefit of the 
creditors. The application was granted. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Messrs. Joun Hizi Crirron and Atrrep CarcuMaY 
Hoorer (firm, Clifton & Hooper), proctors and notaries, 
of Worcester, have been appointed by the Bishop of Wor | 
cester to be Joint Registrars of that diocese, in the room 
the Hon. and Rev. W. H. Lyttleton, who has resigned th 
office, which he held since 1861. 








Supreme Court or Cape or Goop Hopg.—Consequeti 
on the death of Sir William Hodges, Chief Justice of the Suprem 
Court of the Cape Colony, Mr. S. S. Bell, the senior Puisn 
Judge, has been promoted to be Acting Chief Justice. 
Governor has strongly recommended Mr. Bell to be permanent 
appointed, but this will depend on the decision of the Colo 
Office authorities. Mr. Justice Dwyer, who has 3 arrived 
from England, was to be sworn in oh the arrival of Mr. Justice 
Denyssen from the Eastern districts, and would remain at 
Capetown till the arrival of Mr. Justice bg gem from Gre 
hamstown. In the meantime, Mr. Alfred W. Cole, a distit- 
guished advocate of the Cape Bar, had been appointed to acts 

ourth Puisne Judge. 
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—— 
GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


County Court Commrrrat. 

Sir,—At the risk of being again snubbed for my temerity 
in “entering the lists against professional men,” I must 
ask you to grant me space for a few words on Mr. Merri- 
man’s letter of last week, I will endeavour to be at once 
prief, cautious, and humble—brief for the sake of your 
space, cautious because I seem to have roused a most terrible 
political dragon, when I only intended to correct a legal 
error, and humble because T have it under Mr. Merriman’s 
own hand that he ‘‘dwells in the upper ranks of the pro- 
fession!!!”” a fact which, I am ashamed to confess, I was 
utterly ignorant of before. 

Mr. M. begins with an apology for the report of his 
Nottingham speech, and corrects a portion of my extract 
from it, but it strikes me that the correction makes his 
misrepresentation worse than before. The report says a 
man “is taken to prison and kept there until he does pay” ; 
the correction is, ‘so that in effect or practically a work- 
ing man may be imprisoned until he does pay.” I denied 
that the report was a correct statement of the law, and I 
deny most emphatically that the sentence as corrected is 
either the law or the practice. The power of imprison- 
ment is a reserve power used only partially in cases of 

ved ability to pay and obstinate refusal, and exercised in 
fill only in cases tainted with fraud or actually amount- 
ing to positive legal fraud. Mr. M. tells us of his long 
experience in the “upper rank” in which he dwells by 
way of adding to his authority. Well, I too have had 
ty years’ experience in various parts of the country 


ftwen 
(not exactly in the upper rank), and have certainly not 


found judges the cruel savages of Mr. M.’s imagination. 
Itis true I have known several cases of judges setting 
aside their own decisions—“ cruelly unjust decisions,” if 
he likes—but the inference I drew was that judges are 
like the rest of us, not infallible; that they are some- 
times led by the evidenee of unscrupulous creditors 
into giving decisions that afterwards turn out to be 
wrong, and that on discovering an error they rectify it. 
Tam aware that this is a poor paltry common sense way of 
looking at the matter, and not at all adapted to the plat- 
form at an election ; but it is really the best that ought to 
be expected from an official living, as I am said to do, in a 
“ foggy microcosm,” whatever that may be. I am referred 
on this subject to the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 103. I refer to 
the 22 & 23 Vict. c. 57, which limits the operation of sec- 
tion 103 in precisely the manner described by me. 

I should stop here, but for fear of Mr. M. charging me 
with neglecting his strong points—and he makes an im- 
mensely strong one on the subject ofcosts. He quotes from 
Mr. Lister’s “ County Court Guide ”’ to the effect that where 
a 5s. instalment is unpaid and a committal is obtained, 
“the judgment-summons, hearing, and committal costs are 
lds. 3d., so he (the debtor) is arrested for £1 0s. 3d.” After 
this quotation, Mr. M. goes on to imagine what I ought to 
exclaim on reading it. Well, I will tell him what I did 
exclaim, for the statement would doubtless call forth excla- 
mations from any reader, whether he knew the facts or not. 
“Ts it possible,” I said, “that a journalist of twenty years’ 
standing, and I suppose at least half that length of ex- 
perience as a solicitor since, a gentleman dwelling in the 
ps od ranks of the profession, can have made the extra- 
ordinary blunder of quoting an obsolete law book as he 
has just before quoted an obsolete clause in an old 
Act of Parliament, neither of them having any more 
to do with the existing practice of the courts than 
‘Nottingham lambs’ have with purity of election!” 

at is precisely what Mr. M. has done, and the “ amuse- 
ment blended with sadness” with which I “ contemplated” 
the honourable candidate for Nottingham soon gave way to 
the most sincere commiseration. I took the earliest oppor- 
tunity of ordering my bookseller to obtain from the Queen’s 
Printer a copy of the “ scale of fees” chargeable in county 
courts, and after marking the proper items, showing that, 
instead of the fees being 15s. 3d. in the case pte thea | they 
amount to 2s. 9d.!!! posted it to his address. I hope it 
will save him from similar blunders. 

T must sum up several other points in one brief paragraph. 

am taunted with forgetting that imprisonment does not 
extinguish the debt. I thought every schoolboy knew 
that, and it was therefore not necessary to mention it to so 
eminent a lawyer. I am told that poor people never “ tres- 
pass on the records of Perry.” How that conclusion is 





arrived at I should like to know, for if they do not then rich 
people appear there in the most extraordinary disguises. 
Wefindnumerous descriptions sackas “labourer,’’ “weaver,” 
“jouneyman carpenter, and so forth, besides numbers who 
pass through the Court of Bankruptcy in forma pauperis. 
Surely these are not the “betters” of poor people. The fact 
appears to be that Mr. M. is too elevated in rank to know 
much about the doings of his inferiors. 

The conclusion of the very “ amusing and sad’ lucubra- 
tion to which I am replying is, in my humble opinion, the 
most sensible part of it. The writer is “ prepared to be told 
that he indulges in clap-trap.” I am highly gratified in 
knowing that he is resigned to his inevitable fate. 

Lambeth County Court, H. 

September, 29, 1868. 


Rocug. 





THE s0-cALLED “ Bankruptcy ‘AMENDMENT’ Act, 1868.” 
Sir,—I take a liberty in addressing you, to draw 

public attention to the extraordinary fact stated in the last 

section of the 31 & 32 Vict. c. 104, namely, ‘“‘ This Act shall 

commence and take effect on the eleventh day of October, 

1868.” Now, the eleventh day of October falling on a Sun- 

day, what will be the effect of such a blunder ? Sik 
2nd Oct., 1868. 





IRELAND. 


Thomas Kemmis, Esq., has been appointed to the office of 
Solicitor to the Crown and Treasury, vacant by the death 
of the late Thomas Mostyn, Esq. We understand that the 
Crown-Solicitorship of the Leinster circuit, now vacant, 
will be divided into three offices. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


CONFERENCE OF PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETIES. 
Held at Leeds, on the 25th September, 1868. 

Paper by Witt1m A. Jevons, Esq., solicitor, Liverpool, on 
the relation between the two branches of the legal pro- 
fession, 

There were in the year 1837, 9,719 attorneys and solici- 
tors in England and Wales, and 1,434 barristers. 

There were in the year 1867, 10,442 attorneys and solici« 
tors, and 4,640 barristers, showing that the barristers have 
in thirty years more than tripled in numbers, whilst the 
attorneys have scarcely increased at all. Thus thirty years 
ago the proportion of attorneys to barristers was seven to 
one, whereas, it is now only two to one. 

The members of the bar are greatly in excess of the 
number who can obtain remunerative employment in that 
branch of the profession. 

From the social standing supposed to be conferred by the 
degree of barrister, and from the monopoly by the bar 
of all judicial offices, and of numerous other appointments 
not judicial, many persons are induced to join the bar 
without any reasonable prospect of success in practice, and 
even without any serious intention of practising. 

Admission to the bar is regulated, not by statute or the 
common law of the realm, but by the arbitrary rules of 
the four Inns ef Court, which are practically close cor- 
porations or guilds, composed of the members of the 
profession to whieh they exercise the right of admission. 

The admission to the bar at present is obtained by keep- 
ing a certain number of terms at one of the Inns of Court 
(which does not necessitate any legal study whatever), 
with the addition of one of the three following requirements, 
namely, either first, that the applicant shall have studied 
one year in a barrister’s chambers; or secondly, that he 
shall have attended certain courses of lectures ; or thirdly, 
that he shall have passed an examination. Few persons, it 
is believed, adopt the third course. A preliminary examina- 
tion in English and Latin of an easy character has recently 
been added, 

It is obvious that with the options above stated, the 
admission of a candidate to the degree of barrister at pre- 
sent carries with it no guarantee of competent legal require- 
ments. 

The regulations of the Inns of Courts for the admission to 
the degree of barrister, as at present existing, permit any 
one (with the sole exceptions it is believed of a barrister's 
clerk, who is entirely excluded, and of an attorney or 
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solicitor, or attorney’s or solicitor’s clerk), to qualify him- 
self forthe bar whilst following any other avocation. 

An attorney or svlicitor cannot be admitted as a member 
of any of the Inns of Court, so as to* commence his course 
for qualifying himself for being called to the bar, without 
first being struck off the rolls, and ceasing to practice 
as an attorney or solicitor, or clerk to an attorney or solici- 
tor. 

A person intending to become an attorney or solicitor 
before being articled, is required, unless he be a university 
graduate, or have passed one of certain university examina- 
tions, shewing that he has received a liberal education ; he 


is then articled for five years (unless a graduate of one of | 


the universities or a barrister, in which case the term is 
reduced to three; or has passed one of certain university 
examinations, in which case the term is reduced to four), of 
which term of five years one year may be spent in 
the chambers of a barrister or special pleader; and if 
articled in the country, one year of any of the said terms 
may be passed in the office of a London attorney. He has 
during the term to pass an intermediate examination in the 
law, and finally to pass a severe examination before he is 
admitted, in the five branches of conveyancing, common 
law, equity, bankruptcy, and criminal law—of which he 
must pass in the first three branches. 

There is, therefore, an effectual guarantee, for attorneys 
and solicitors (so far as admitted since the introduction of 
the existing regulations) being persons of liberal education, 
and of their having also received instruction, or had the 
benefit of seeing actual practice, and likewise of their having 
attained to competent knowledge on three branches, at 
least, of the law. 

Barristers and attorneys and solicitors are practically 
taken from the same classes of society, different members 
of the same family in many cases practising in the different 
branches. 

All the higher judicial officers at home and in the colonies, 
county gourt judges, commisioners in bankruptcy, recorders 
and judges of all inferior courts of record, examiners in 
chancery, associates, stipendiary magistrates, and revising 
barristers, are exclusively appointed from members of the 
bar; who besides monopolise a number of other appoint- 
ments on special or permanent commisions, and even the 
solicitorships to some of the great public departments, such 
as the solicitorship to the treasury, &c. 

There are some others offices, such as masterships of 
the common law courts and registrarships of the Probate 
Court, to which barristers and attorneys are both eligible, 
but the majority of which are conferred on barristers. 

The only offices exclusively given to attorneys are the 
offices of the chief clerks to the chancery judges, taxing 
masters in chancery, and registrars of the county courts. 
Attorneys and solicitors are declared by statute incapable of 
being appointed county magistrates, and though legally 
eligible as borough magistrates, it has been the practice of 
late to refuse to appoint them. Attorneys and solicitors are 
in fact equally fit with barristers for many of the offices to 
which barristers exclusively are appointed, and from their 
greater acquaintance with the practical details of the pro- 
fession, are better qualified for many of such offices. 

Owing to the superior prizes of wealth aud dictinction 
offered to the members of the bar who succeed in practice, 
the inferior appointments do not, as a rule, command a 
choice of the highest talent of the bar, whilst they would be 
readily accepted by able solicitors. 

For the above reasons it is obvious that the relations 
of barristers and solicitors, and their respective careers and 
duties, are not left to any natural adjustment, but 
that the members of each branch of the profession 
are forced into artificial grooves. A barrister, however 
little qualified to shine in court, has not (except in certain 
limited walks of the profession, where a purely chamber 
counsel can find employment), the option of devoting him- 
self to the practical details of the profession, but is com- 
pelled either to begin life again as an articled clerk to an 
attorney, or in some other occupation, or to exist as a miser- 
able expectant of some official appointment. An attorney, 
on the other hand, however clear his head, however great 
his powers of advocacy, is unable to give them full scope 
without abandoning all the progress he has made in life, 
and giving up perhaps his whole livelihood to commence a 
new career at the bar on the same terms as a raw youth 
fresh from college or school. 

If the matter is looked at from the side of the interest of 
the public, the foregoing conditions under which the bar 


and the attorneys practise, need only to be stated to be con. 
demned, as it cannot be doubted that the public interegig 
suffer by the exclusion of able attorneys from practising at 
the bar, and from so large a class of offices, for which they 
are so eminently qualified, and also suffer in the same wa; 
by the employment in public offices of a large number of 
imperfectly qualified persons, who claim the degree of bar. 
rister without any adequate legal qualifications or businegg 
habits, and likewise suffer by the exclusion from practice in 
| the so-called lower walks of the profession of many learned 
| persons whose abilities do not lie in the precise line which 
alone can secure success at the bar. 

But besides the public, the members of both branches of 
the profession also suffer by the present system. Success at 
the bar is notoriously a lottery in which the prizes do not 
always fall to the best men. Deep learning does not 
always produce large practice, or even moderate success; 
and the promising career is often cut short by physical ine 
capacity to endure the labour essential for success; whilst 
there is almost no position for an unsuccessful advocate to 
fall back upon. He may, it is true, receive some minor 
appointment; but the number of such appointments falls 
far short of the number of deserving persons who could 
claim them, and such as they are, they are more often 
given away from motives of political or personal interest, 
than as the simple reward of merit. 

If it were possible for a learned stuff gownsman, who 
from deficient health, or other of the varied causes of im. 
perfect success at the bar, has failed in that career, to fall 
back upon the practice of the other branch of the profession, 
many an unsuccessful life might have ended in prosperity 
and honour. 

To the attorneys the present system works still greater 
injustice. Learning and ability have no free scope. Those 
members of that branch of the profession who find them- 
selves gifted with the faculties of an advocate, unless they 
are so exceptionally situated as to be able to change ther 
walk in life, have no opening for their abilities higher than 
the positions of a police court practitioner or a county 
court advocate. The absence of any removal of the more 
successful practitioners, by promotion to official positions, 
also has great tendency to keep back rising talent. 

The only reason ever assigned for the rigid rules which 
exclude attorneys from admission to the bar, is, that if 
made readily admissible, they might bring their old clients 
with them, and so interfere with the existing practitioners 
at the bar. Such an argument, of course, it is needless to 
reply to. 

It is useless, however, to state evils without pointing out 
the remedy. But whilst willing to state the remedy which 
on the whole appears to us to be the most appropriate, we 
would guaré ourselves from being supposed to assert that 
the solution of the difficulty which we propose is the only 
possible solution, or that the truth of the remarks we have 
made condemnatory of the present system is to be tested by 
the soundness or unsoundness of the particular system 
which we propose to substitute for it. We may be m 
error in our practical suggestions, as to which there is room 
| for almost endless differences of opinion, whilst we cannot 
! be wrong in our condemnation of the existing state of things, 

The regulations that lie at the bottom of the present rela- 
tions of the two branches of the profession are the rules that 
prohibit a barrister from taking his instructions direct from 
the client, and those that prohibit an attorney from speak- 
ing in court. The first of these regulations is peculiar to 
the English and Scotch systems. In France and Germany 
the avocat frequently isthe person directly employed by the 
client, and he employs or recommends the avoué. In the 
United States, though the two degrees of counsellor at law 
and attorney at law are preserved, the same person 1s M 
practice usually admitted to both degrees. ; 

From the English system it arises that the attorney 
the employer of the barrister, and to preserve the inde 
pendence of the latter, rigid rules of etiquette, which at 
first sight appear absurd, have been necessarily and pro- 
perly established. : 

There are two main courses open for adoption if the 
present system is abandoned. 

One is the system prevalent in the United States, 
which is practically an amalgamation of the two branches 
of the profession. 

The other is a system preserving the distinction between 
the two classes of practitioners, but facilitating the transfer 








of an individual from one branch to the other, as inclina- 
tion or circumstances may dictate. 
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On the whole we are disposed to advocate a middle course | 
Detween the above two systems. But we consider that 
what must lie at the foundation of all proposals for the ad- , 
justment of the relations of the two branches of the pro- | 
fession, and the primary want of both branches, is a sound 
and comprehensive system of education to which all prac- 
titioners alike should be subjected. 

The want of such a system is deeply felt in every depart- 
ment of the law. We are, exclusively, practising lawyers, 
and have amongst us almost no jurists. The reason is that | 
we have no persons amongst us who devote themselves, asa ; 
vocation, to studying and teaching the theory of the law. | 

4 


Even our most eminent lawyers have as arule never, unless | 
they have studied at some foreign university, been taught 
law as a science, and their eminence arises not from | 
thorough philosophic training, but partly from native power 
of mind enabling them to elicit principles from complicated 
details, and partly from powerful and retentive memories, 
enabling them to recall at pleasure a mass of decided cases. 
We believe that many of the reproaches now thrown on 
the administration of the law in England would be removed 
by the creation of a sound system of legal education. For 
law is not in reality, as English lawyers would have us 
suppose, an empirical system based on no fixed principles | 
but a philosophy of right and wrong, as applied to the 
practical details of human affairs. In a state of complicated 
civilization, inasmuch as human relations become complicated 
the laws which regulate them must of necessity become com- 
plicated likewise, but if based upon sound principles of juris- 
prudence, they would evalwe order and system out of the 
most multifarious details.*, 
For the study of law’ in this spirit, it is obvious that 
the mere reading of decided cases (the usual, and in most 
instances the exclusive food of the English legal mind) is a 


no doubt be sought by eimination of the details which | 
are presented in decided tésts, but without classification, | 
the details serve only to embarrass the student, and it is 
obvious that if law is once regarded as a science of 
general application, the laws of foreign countries become a 
most important element in the education of a lawyer. . The 
English solutions of legal problems are only one set of con- 
clusions. If foreign lawyers have formed different con- 
clusions, such conclusions are prima facie entitled to equal 
attention. 

Where, however, isthe adequate provision in the English 
systems of legal education for studies such as these? From 
the contemporaneous existence in England of two systems 
of law, the civil and the common law, applied to different | 
branches, there are no doubt English lawyers, though | 
comparatively few in number, who know something of the 
Roman law; but who knows anything ofthe laws of the | 
modern continental states? and when is even the Roman | 
law systematically made a necessary part of the education of 
an English common lawyer? We often hear American | 
decisions quoted,—but do we asa body possess any thorongh 
knowledge of American practice, or of the points on which 
it agrees or differs from our own ? Is not, in fact, our whole 
knowledge of Roman, Continental, or American laws, a | 
thing occasionally got up for a special purpose, and laid | 
aside when that purpose has been answered ? 

Is it not probable, nay is it not certain, that if all English | 
lawyers without distinction were systematically educated 
on the principles above suggested—were taught law asa | 
science, founded on the same principles of thought, and 
studied by the same processes as other sciences or philo- 
sophies, with the light of all the thought of foreign nations 
on the same subject matter—the very fountain head of our | 
laws would be purified? Problems of legislation, now inso- | 
luble or difficult, would become plain, the long standing 
reproach against lawyers of quibbling about trifles would 
be removed, and in place of their present comparatively | 
inferior position, they would stand in the foreground of 
Society in matters of legislation and of progress. 

Take for example the United States, which, though not 
coming up to the standard we would aim at, are yet far be- 
fore us, not merely in the possession of a more intelligent 
arrangement of the practitioners, but in a more systematic 
ocurse of legal education : is there any comparison between | 
the relative positions of English and American lawyers? | 
English lawyers, as a body, are nowhere in the race of poli- | 
tical success. A leading Queen’s Counsel aspiring to the | 
law offices under the crown or to the judicial bench, com- | 
monly forces his way into Parliament; but with a few 


brilliant exceptions, it is notorious that ‘‘lawyers do not 
succeed in Parliament ;” whereas in America political power 
is all but monopolised by lawyers. It is true thatin Eng- 
land lawyers have to contend with a territorial aristocracy 
which does not exist in America, but putting aside the 
politicians and members of Parliament belonging to the 
territorial aristocracy, and comparing theeminent politicians 
arising from the mercantile and manufacturing classes with 
those arising from the legal profession in England and 
America the verdict would, it is believed, still be the same, 
namely, that the English lawyers fall very far short of attain- 
ing the same relative position as their American brethren. 

The first proposal then we would make would be the insti- 
tution of a general system of legal education, which 
barristers and attorneys should both he obliged to go 
through. 

The main feature of legal education should be a central 
law university, which should be supported out of the 
revenues of the present Inns of Court and Inns of Chancery 
as far as they will extend. The degrees of this university 
should (apart from official precedence) be the only tests of 
legal standing. 

Assuming, for the sake of example, that there might be 
three degrees, called respectively, attorney, or bachelor of 
laws ; barrister, of master of laws ; and serjeant, or doctor 
of laws. Let the first degree be an essential condition of 
the licence to practice as an attorney; the second, the 
essential condition for practising as an advocate in the supe~ 
rior courts, or being eligible to the minor judicial or semi- 
judicial offices ; the third degree, the essential condition of 


| eligibility as judge of any of the superior courts—then for 
| the first time would the so-called “degree of barrister-at 


law” have an intelligible meaning and really imply superior 
learning. 

With this provision it would probably not be necessary 
or desirable to introduce any further limitation of the scope 
of business of persons entitled to the several grades of legal 
degrees. The higher degree would of course inelude the 
lower ; and it must be optional to a person holding the 
degree of a barrister, either to practise exclusively as an 
attorney, or, if itso pleased him, whilst practising as an 
advocate, to take instructions at first hand from the client ; 
and on the other hand there would be no just reason why a 
person possessing the degree qualifying him to practise as 
an advocate, though choosing to act ordinarily as an attorney, 
should be debarred from opening his mouth in court should 
he desire so to do. Nor would such liberty be any infringe- 
ment of the principle of division of labour, only the divi- 
sion, instead of being artificial as it is now, would be 
natural,—each man devoting himself to that branch for 
which under ordinary conditions he felt best qualified, 
whilst holding himself free under exceptional circumstances 
to take upon himself duties of another character. 
Advocates would probably not consider it to be 


| any privilege or advantage in the majority of cases to be 


able to take instructions direct from their clients, and the 
present system of the advocate advising or pleading on 
written instructions prepared by the attorney could probably 
not in the majority of cases be advantageously superseded. 
But most attorneys will probably concede that it is occasion- 
a great evil that they who of necessity have their minds far 
more thoroughly imbued with the facts of a case than is at 
all possible with the barrister of large practice, who relies 
upon a single and often hasty perusal of his brief, should 
have their mouths absolutely closed in court. A wise solici- 
tor does not generally want to be talking over much; but 
who has not at times suffered under the consciousness of his 
want of power to rise in court and correct obvious misappre- 
hensions on the part of the counsel and judge? Who has 
not felt that the completeness of his own knowledge of his 
case was superior to the partial and hasty conception arrived 
at by this counsel? Who has not in vain laboured by 


| whispered auggestions to convey to the Court or jury, 


through his counsel, remarks which he could have himself 
stated in half a dozen words had his mouth been cpen? 
Who has not at times felt that his client has been perhaps 
unavoidably sacrificed to a system, by the sheer inability ofa 


| leading counsel engaged in almost every case, and therefore, 


employed in court for the whole of a long working day, to 
give in addition ge er private study to his briefs ? 

We do not say these evils could be altogether removed 
by any system, but at all events they would be extensively 
alleviated by the abandonment of the present rigid demar- 
cation between attorneys and counsel. 
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It will probably not be desirable altogether to abolish the 
practical education of the future practitioner, which is 
afforded by actual practice of the law in the position of a 
clerk. So useful is this training that even at present those 
intended for the Bar often commence their studies in an 
attorney’s office. Such training may still be given under 
the proposed system. 

It may also probably be found that the whole of the 
students from all parts of the country could not without 
inconvenience come up to London for avery long collegiate 
course ; but all students, whether at the time actually at- 
tending the University or not, would still be guided in their 
reading and studies by the books and by the curriculum of 
the University, and would reap the benefit not only of the 
improvements in the course of study that might be expected 
to spring from a University, but would have the advantage 
of the improvements that would arise in the science of the 
law itself, from the systematic study of it by persons de- 
voting their lives to that avocation. 

Some considerable amount of direct teaching at the Uni- 
versity, or at some branch college, should, however, it is 
considered, be required of all students; and if from nar- 
row means a student were compelled to content himself 
with a comparatively short course at the University itself, 
he would probably, if not of remarkable abilities, be com- 
pelled to be satisfied with the lowest degree ; whilst those 
persons, though in the lower walks of social life, who really 
possessed superior abilities, would sooner or later, in the 
great majority of cases, be enabled to make the sacrifices, 
or undergo the studies, necessary to obtain the higher degree. 

It is not possible to sketch out before hand precisely the 
course of education, but it may be safely asserted that 
whilst ample provision should be made for systematic 
teaching at the head quarters of the University, and 
whilst some degree of class teaching should be imposed upon 
all, yet that examinations might to some extent be substi- 
tuted for actual attendance on class teaching, as a qualifi- 
cation at all events for the lowest degree. 

It may be objected that the requisition of the proposed 
high grade of education for all practitioners would exclude 
from the class of attorneys a large number of respectable 
persons who perform a very useful office in society, without 
the qualification of any very high grade of previous general 
education. The answer to this objection is, that (since the 
institution of the preliminary and intermediate examinations 
for attorneys, ) the proposed scheme would, whilst insuring 
ahigher grade of legal education for attorneys, not make 
the attainment of such higher grade of education at all more 
difficult than is at present the attainment of the grade of 
attorney, which has now to be attained through the students’ 
private study all but unaided by any educational machinery 
whatever. 

The subject of dealing with the existing bodies of prac- 
titioners of both classes presents more difficulty than ar- 
—_ which are to have effect upon a new generation 
only. 

It would clearly be unjust to admit the present bar indis- 
criminately to practise as attorneys, without undergoing 
either the expensive education, or the examinations, to 
which attorneys have been subjected, whilst attorneys on 
their part had no such privilege of being admitted to the 
bar. Andon the other hand to admit the present attorneys 
as a body to the bar would decidedly be unfair to the bar, 
as well as a violation of the proposed new system. 

It is submitted, however, that an examination test, agreed 
te by a joint committee of the bar and the attorneys, might 
be devised, to which both parties alike should be submitted 
before being authorised to practise in the other branch. 

On the whole, therefore, we recommend the advocacy of a 
common scheme of legal education for all branches of the 
profession, and the abolition of all distinctions of grade in 
the profession not based upon purely educational tests. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR WILLIAM HODGES. 

The Capetown papers record the death of Sir William 
Hodges, Knt., chief justice of the supreme court and presi- 
dent of the legislative council of that colony, who expired 
at Capetown, from congestion of the lungs, on the 14th 
August, after a week’s illness. The deceased judge was the 
eldest son of William Hodges, Esq., of Weymouth. His 





mother was the second daughter of the late William 
Esq., of the same place. Sir William was born at Melcombe 
Regis, in Dorsetshire, in September 1808, and received his 
cole education at the Rev. Mr. Morrison’s school, Salisbury, 
He afterwards entered the London University, then recently 
established, where he attended the lectures on law and 
jurisprudence under Professors Austin and Amos. He then 
ecame a student of the Inner Temple, and was called to 
the bar there in May, 1833. He early joined the Western 
Circuit, and for many years punctually attended the 
quarter sessions in Wiltshire ; he subsequently extended his 
practice to the Bath and Bristol sessions, becoming after a 
time the acknowledge leader of those sessions bars. In 1836 
he began the publication of the cases decided in the Court of 
Common Pleas, then presided over by Sir Nicholas Tindall, and 
the three volumes published by Mr. Hodges contain many 
important decisions on maritime and commercial law. His 
labours in this line brought him under the favourable 
notice of Sir Nicholas Tindall, who in 1837 appointed him 
a revising barrister forthe counties of Devon and Cornw: 
which office he held till he finally left England for the 
Cape. 

Mr. Hodges was also employed by Sir Robert Peel’s 
Government in preparing a bill, which has formed the 
model for the numerous Acts since passed relating to sani- 
tary legislation. He now began to argue cases in West- 
minster Hall, and was also frequently employed as counsel 
on Parliamentary committees; and his attention being thus 
directed to matters connected with the law of railways, he 
resolved to collect all the statutory decisions on the subject, 
and to write a treatise on railway law, which was then but 
little understood. This undertaking proved a great success, 
and it has now reached a fourth edition. In November, 
1846, Sir George Grey, then Home Secretary, conferred on 
Mr. Hodges the Recordship of Poole, in Dorsetshire ; and 
in November, 1857, he was offered the appointment of Chief 
Justice of the Cape Colony, in succession to Sir John Wylde, 
who wished to be relieved on account of ill health. The 
offer was spontaneously made by Mr. Labouchere (now 
Lord Tauntcn), then Secretary of State for the Colonies; 
and having been accepted by Mr. Hodges, he received the 
honour of knighthood from her Majesty, and embarked for 
the Cape in March, 1858. The late Sir William Hodges 
married, in 1835, Mary Schollar, daughter of the late James 
Saunders, Esq., of Weymouth, by whom he had a numerous 
family. 


MR. T. H. MARKHAM. 

We have to record the sudden death of Thomas Hugh 
Markham, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, who expired on the 19tk 
September, at Gainsborough, North Lincolnshire, where he 
had been holding his court as Revising Barrister for that 
division of the county. Mr. Markham was educated at 
Brasenose College, Oxford, where he graduated M.A. in 
1847 ; he was called to the bar atthe Inner Temple in 
May, 1851, and was a member of the Midland Circuit, 
practising also at the Birmingham, Northampton, and 
‘Warwick Sessions. 


MR. H. M. ALDRIDGE. ‘ 
The death of Mr. Henry Mooring Aldridge, solicitor 
took place at Poole, on the 26th September, in the sixty- 
ninth year of his age. Mr. Aldridge was certificated as an 
attorney in Easter Term,'1823, and was a member of the 
local firm of Aldridge & Harker, of Poole. For many years 
he held the office of Coroner and Under Sheriff for the 
borough of Poole, and was also for some time Clerk of the 
Peace. When he resigned those offices, they were conferred 
upon his son, Mr. George Braxton Aldridge. The late Mr. 
Aldridge was a perpetual commissioner. 


MR. THOMAS MOSTYN. 

This gentleman, who held the offices of Crown and 
Treasury Solicitor for Ireland, died at his country residence, 
Wilmont, in the county of Dublin, on the 19th September. 
Mr. Mostyn was appointed to the office in 1852, by the Earl 
of Eglinton, then Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland. The dec 
gentleman was a solicitor of Dublin. 





If a demand be made for a sum of money, and the person 
of whom it is demanded repudiates the claim, ought he not 
to have the right to call upon the claimant to prove his 
claim at law forthwith or abandon it. Cases often come 
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before county courts in which the claims are nearly barred 
by the Statute of Limitations, the delay having been pur- 

made in the hope that lapse of time may have des- 
troyed or removed all means of defence. It is true a plain- 
tiff who goes into court with a case nearly six years old is 
called upon for stricter proof than is usual in cases of debts 
accruing recently; but supposing the claim to have no 
foundation, and judgment is consequently given for the 
defendant, he has been harassed for several years with a 
false claim, which he had no means of forcing to an early 
settlement. Lord Westbury attempted to meet the case in 
his last County Court Amendment Bill by reducing the 
fone six years to one, but after seeing several deputa- 
tions commercial men he consented to alter his one to 
three. It is worth consideration whether a very different 
remedy from his Lordship’s would not be a better one. 
Let us illustrate with a natural case. A short time ago 
an upholsterer brought an action in a county court for the 
price of covering half-a-dozen horsehair-bottomed chairs. 
The plaintiff had his witnesses to prove that the work was 
done and the amount of the bill duly demanded, five years 
and a half ago, and that at each Christmas he had sent in 
his account. He attributed his delay in enforcing his de- 
mand to his own forbearance. The defendant’s case was 
that he repuciated the claim in the first instance, on the 
ground that his horsehair stuffing had been removed ex- 
cept at the corners and flocks substituted, and that he chal- 
lenged the plaintiff to substantiate his claim. The defen- 
dant had kept the chairs the whole time that he might be 
prepared to meet the defendant, if he brought an action. 
The judgment, of course, was for the defendant, but the 
question is, ought he to have had the right to enforce a legal 
settlement of the matter when the dispute first arose ? Could 
he have done so, he would have saved himself several years 
of annoyance from the plaintiff’s persistent claim. Without 
going into the question of criminal proceedings or the de- 
endant’s right of action for damage to his property, would 
not the law have been more satisfactory if the defendant 
could have summoned the plaintiff to the county court, 
calling upon him to abandon or substantiate his claim ? The 
unsuccessful party, of course, being liable to pay costs as at 
present. 

Norrotk Country Courts.—We understand that as, ac- 
cording to the recent Act affecting County Courts, the judges 
thereof can now sit for each other, John Collyer, Esq., Judge of 
the Cambridge district, may be expected to take the place of W. 
H. Cooke, Esq., Judge of the Norfolk district, in October, at the 
following towns, viz:—East Dereham, Walsingham, Holt, 
Aylsham, and North Walsham ; and that there is at least a pro- 
bability of this arrangement being continued. There are some 
rumours, indeed, that an attempt will shortly be made to induce 
Mr. Cooke to effect a permanent exchange with another judge, 
and that, in this event, it is not unlikely that Mr. Collyer might 
afterwards be transferred to the Norfolk Circuit. For the pre- 
sent, however, Mr. Cooke intends to sit himself at Norwich, 
Wymondham, Thetford, Downham, Lynn, and Swaffham.— 
Lynn Advertiser. 








COURT PAPERS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir A. E. Cocxsury, Bart., Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1868. 


In TERM. 
Middlesex. 

BUMMIBY, os scccocccnees Nov. 3| Tuesday ....... setae’ Nov. 17 

Tuesday .............. Nov. 10 

There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Thursday ............Nov. 26 | Thursday ............ Dec. 10 


The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 
_ The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by 
adjournment on the days following each of such sitting days. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittin, at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
-_ t Hon. Sir Witu1AM Bovitt, Knt., Lord Chief Justice 
of er Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, 
in and after Michaelmas Term, 1868. 








Iy TERM. 
Middlesex. 
Tuesday ....... ~coeaess OW SD} TUCOMRY cesecccicesescs Nov. 17 
Tuesday ..........0 «Nov. 10 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. | London. 
RRR oo cc cece a Nov. 26 | Wednesday............ Dec. 9 


The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before 
the Right Hon. Sir Firzrox Ketriy, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after Michaelmas 
Term, 1868. 


In Term. 

Middlesex. 
NEPRIEIS ooo nce xpnase ses NOV. SP RMOMEAy |... copcenseeses Nov. 17 
MIRE oc vndsacnaees Nov. 10 


The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
ArTeR TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 
Thursday ............Nov. 26 | Wednesday............ Dec. 9 
The Court will sit during and after Term at ten o’clock. 

The Court will sit by adjournment from day to day until 
the causes entered for the respective sittings are disposed of. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 























| Price 
No. of] Dividend | pe 
hares} per annum Names. Shares.| Paid. share. 
;} & JF a ai£ ss. d@ 
5000] 5 pc & bs} Clerical, Med.& Gen. Life’ 100 |10 0 0/2010 0 
4000} 40 pe & bs} County ... eco -- 100 |10 0 0/85 0 0 
40000] 5 pe & bs | Eagle eco eee eco 50 |5 0 0|617 6 
10000} 72 2s 6d pc} Equity and Law... --| 100 16 0 01/715 © 
20000] 72 2s 6d pe} English & Scot. Law Life 50 |310 0)/5 0 0 
2700) 5 per cent| Equitable Reversionary...| 105 ow. |96 00 
4600} 5 percent} Do. New... ooo «| 50 [50 0 0145 0 @ 
5000] 5 & 3pshb/ Gresham Lite... oo} 20 15 @ O 
20000} 5 per cent{ Guardian ... so «| 100 [50 0 0151 5 0 
20000 Zam Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 50 |}5 0 OF100 
7500] 10 per cent] Imperial Life... «| 100 [10 0 0/1510 0 
60000] 6 per cent} Law Fire... an ««| 100 |210 0} 310 @ 
10000] 324 pr cent| Law Life... .. ..| 100 |10 0 0/88 10 9 
100000] 10 per cent} Law Union ae «| WW 1010 01016 6 
20000] 5/ 17s 6d pc} Legal & General Life ...| 50 |8 0 019 0 0 
20000} 5 per cent] London& ProvincialLaw; 50 | 417 81410 0 
40000} 10 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile) 50 | 6 5 0/17 0 0 
2500} 124 & bns| Provident Life ... | 100 [109 0 0/388 0 @ 
689220] 20 per cent| Royal Exchange... «| Stock} All [3000 9 
_ 64 percent] Sun Fire .. ow eve] one All |170@ @ 








RAILWAY STOCK. 









































Shres. Railways. Paid. )Closing Price® 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ........ccccsscsessssressseeee| 100 7 
Stock | Caledomian. .......0...-ccccccccsscccceces evesescecese 100 69 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western 2. ...seereeeee 100 95 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,......... 100 403 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .,........ 100 83 
Stock | Great Northern 100 109 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 110 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 97 
Stock | Great Western— Original ..........00...se00e 100 5oxd 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford,.. .......006| 100 3ixd 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ..... wcvccceceseccstoosonce 100 30xd 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........s0se++ 100 1283 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 52 
Stock | Lo: don, Chatham, and Dover...........0.| 100 18 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western......... ++} 100 1124 
Stock | London and South-Western .........00000) 100 88, 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln....... «| 100 47 
Stock | Metropolitan 100 105, 
Stock | Midland 100 M11 
Stock} Do., Birmingham and Derby ......... soe} 100 79 
Stock | North British ......ccecccsccscscsssssseeseseee se} 100 32 
Stock | North London 100 118 

10 Do., 1866 lL 
Stock | North Staffordshire 100 57 
StOCK | SOutH DEVON cresse..-cccccecseveeceseeceecesereeeee| 100 44 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 78: 
Stock | Tait Vale. 100 148 














* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 
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Last Quotation, Oct. 2, (868. 
{From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

3 Cent. Consols, 944 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Nov., 94§ Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct.20 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 933 Ditto, £500, Do 20 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 94 Hitto, £100 & £200, 20 pm 
Do. 23 per Cent., Jan. "94 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last balf-vear) 245 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5$ per Cent., May,’79 110 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, '80 1143 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceac., Oct. 'S8 104 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 1054 
Ditto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 26 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 924| Litto, ditto, under £1000, 26 p m 





Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

During the early part of this week no material change took 
place in prices. For the last day or two the markets have been 
firmer, and with an upward tendency, in consequeuce of the 
rapid and secure success of the movement in Spain. In Railway 
stocks there has been slightly more doing, but without any sub- 
stantial change in rates. The demand for money is moderate 
and the rates unchanged. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CARTER—On Sept. 28, at 43, Gloucester-street, Warwick-square, Pim- 
lico, tho wife of G. W. L. Plumptre Carter, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
of a son. 

CHATTOCK—On Sept. 22, the wife of R. S. Chattock, Esq., of Solihull, 
of a daughter. 

FURNISS—Or Oct, 1, at 37, Porchester-square, Hyde-park, the wife of 
Themas 38. Furniss, Esq., of ason. 

STEPHEN—On Sept. 27, at 24, Cornwall-gardens, the wife of J. F. 
Stephen, Esq., Q.C., of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

BELL—TENNANT—On Sepr. 24, at Trinity Church, Matlock Bath, 
Charles Bell, Esq., Solicitor, Chelmsford, to Hannah Priscilla, daugh- 
ter of the late Thomas ‘Tennant, Esq., of Birmingham. 

CEARNS —-JOHNSON—On Sept. 24, at Farnworth Church, Edward 
Paton Cearns, Esq., Solicitor, of Prescot, to Amy Lucy Woodhouse, 
daughter of the late Francis Johnson, of Allan, N.B. 

DALZIEL—LYALL—On Sept. 29, at Old Montrose, near Montrose, 
George Dalziel, jun., Esq., Writer to the Signet, to Mary, daughter 
of Charles Lyall, Esq. 

HARRIS—CARROLL—On Sept. 26, at St. Stephen’s Church, Dublin, 
John William Harris, Esq., Barrister at-Law, son of Thomas Harris, 
Esq., Q.C., 54, Fitzwilliam-square, to Fanny Isabella, daughter of 
William Hales Carroll, Esq., 11, Harcourt-street. 

POWLES—PRESCOTT—On Sept. 28, at St. Saviour’s Church, Croydon, 
Lonis Diston Powles, Esq , Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, 
to Catherine, daughter of Admiral Sir Henry Prescott, K.C.B. 

RAY—JOHNSON—On Sept. 28, at the parish church, Westbury-on- 


Trym, Gloucestershire, John Tanner Ray, Esq., Solicitor, of Bristol, | 


to Sarah Anue, daughter of Robert Jonson, Esq., of Buckingham 
Lodge, Keynsham, Somersetshire. 
DEATHS. 

OKE—On Sept. 29, at 21, St. Mary’s-road, Peckham, after a few days’ 
illness, Kliza Neile (nee Hawkins), the beloved wife of George C. 
Oke, of the Mansion-house, London, aged twenty-five. 

SMITH—On Sept. 29, in The Ciose, Lichfield, Wiliam Smith, Esq., 
Solicitor, formerly of Hemel Hempstead, iu his 84th year. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Sept 21.—By Messrs. Foster. 

Freehold estate, with residence, known as Bucx‘urst-lodge, with farms, 
known as Buckharst-wood and Pennybridge, containing about 194 
acres, situate on the High-road from Mayfield to Wadhurst, Sussex— 
Sold for £7,300. 

Sept. 22 —By Messrs. Desenaam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Leasehold, 2 unfini-hed residences, Nos. 9 and 10, Fiorence-villas, Felt- 
ham, Middiesex ; term, 90 years from 1862, at £15 per annum—Sold 
for £580. 

Leasehold residence, known as Acorn House, Stoke Newington, with 
stab.ing and grounds of about 14 acres; term, 27 years unexpired, 
at £45 per annum—Sold for £500. 

Leasetiold residence, No. 15, Somerford-grove, Stoke Newington, let at 
£34 per annum; term, 42 years,unexpired, at £4 12s. per annum— 
Sold tor £285. 

Two policies of insurance of £1,000 each, effected with the Eagle In- 
=" Compauy, on the life of a gentieman aged 58 years—Sold for 


By Messrs. Broab, Parrcuarp, & WitTsHIre, 

Leasehold, 3 houses and shops, Nos. 29, 2t1, and 263, Kingsland-road, 
together with premises in the rear, and 7 cottages and plot of land 
in Wilmer-gardens, annual value £600; term, 70 years unexpired at 
£100 per annum—Sold for £3,500. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Torspay, Sept. 29, 1868, 
Friendly Society, Royal Oak Inn, Nuneaton, Warwick. Sept 24, 








———Ss-- 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, Sept. 25, 1868, 

Barclay, Geo, Delahay-st, Westminster, Civil Engineer. Noy 3p, 
Jenkinson, King William-st. 

Barter, Rev Chas, Sarsdeu, Oxford, Clerk. Nov 2. Wansey & Bowen, 
Moorgate-st. 

Bird, Edwin, London-wall, Licensed Victualler. Nov 4. Badham 
Queen-st, Cheapside. . 

Crush, Wm, Bath, Gent. Nov 20. Mee, Gt Winchester-st-bidgs, 

Dunsby, Wm, Ashton, Northampton, Yeoman, Nov 18. Becke § 
Green, Northampton. 

Foggett, Chas, Manch, Provision Dealer. Oct 22, Percival, Manch, 

Harper, Wm, Sheffield, Common Brewer. Jan 1. Binney & Son, 
Sheffield. 

Jase. Thos, Shrewsbury, Salop, Solicitor. Oct 17. Newill, Wel. 
ington. 

Lenten, Rev Lambert Blackwell, Ryarsh, Kent, Clerk, Dec 2. Fearon 
& Co, Gt George-st, Westminster. 

Loeder, Wm Christian, Northampton-park, Islington, Merchant, Oct 
31. Townley, Southampton-bidgs, Chancery-lane. 

Markham, John, Diamond-row, Stepney-green, Plumber. 
Francis, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Pearson, Charlotte, Walgrave-rd, Earl’s-ct, Old Brompton, Widow, 
Nov 10. Holt & Son, Guilford-st. 

Shawcross, John, Manch, Comm Agent. Nov 30. Aston & Co, Manch, 

Smythe, Robt Thos Vines, Northfleet, Kent, Coal Merchant. Nov 1. 
Tatham & Son, Old Broad-st. 

Tweddell, John Boyes, Stokesley, York, Gent. Sowerby, 
Stokesley. 

Warner, Eliz Sophia, Bath, Spinster. Dec 1. Gill, Bath. 

TuespayY, Sept. 29, 1868. 

Angier, Sam! Haynes, Highbury-pl, Islington, Ship Broker. Dee 24, 
Buckle, Eastcheap. 

Burchnall, John, Tooley, Leicester, Farmer. Oct 25. Miles & Co, 
Leicester. 

Card, Hannah Isabella, East Burnham, Buckingham, Widow. Oct 3i, 
Clark, Southampton-st, Fitzroy-sq. 

Collett, Mary, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Nov 2. Borlase & 
Robinson, Mitcheldean. 

Conway, Walter, Coventry, Gent. Oct3l. Minster & Son, Coventry, 

Galley, Geo, Borough-green, Cambridge, Farmer. Novi. Kitcheners 
& Fenn, Newmarket. 

Grant, Wm, Lichborough, Northampton, Esq. Nov 16. Nelson, 
Essex-st, Strand. 

Hewitt, John, Lpool, Master Mariner. Oct 9. Richardson & Qo, 
Lpool. 

Hyatt, Selina, King’s Head-yard, Duke-st, Lincoln’s-inn, Widow. Noy 
7. Booty & Butt, Raymond-bidgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Jones, Catherine, Sway, Southampton, Widow. Dec 24. Moore, 

Nov |. Holbeche & Co, 


Oct 30, 


Nov 5. 


Lymington, 
Tongue, Wm, Teignmouth, Devon, Esq. 
Sutton Coldfield. 
Warren, Jas, Enfield, Esq. Nov 20. 


@eevds registered pucsuant to Sankruptep Act, 1861. 


Fripay, Sept. 25, 1868, 
a eg Robt Holt, Manch, Produce Broker. Sept 22. Comp. Reg 
t 24 


Mee, Winchester-st-bldgs. 


Andrews, Harry Hast, Winterbourne, Gloucester, Draper. Sept 8. 
Asst. Reg Sept 25. 

ry Wm, Wellington, Salop, Baker. Sept 12. Comp. Reg 
Sept 24. 

Ayling, Wm, Landport, Hants, Builder. Sept 11. Reg 
Sept 2 


Comp. 


| Bailey, Joshua, Oldfield-ter, The Chancellor’s-rd, Hammersmith, 


Builder. Septl. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 


| Banwell, Chas Wm, Thame, Oxford, Draper. Sept 12. Comp. Reg 


Sept 23. 
Barraclough, Jas, Mirfield, York, Waste Dealer. Sept16. Comp. Reg 


Sept 23. 

Bartlett, Geo, Salisbury, Wilts, Bootmaker. Comp. Reg 
Sept 22, 

Beyfus, Julius, & Rudolph Hahn, South-st, Finsbury, Importers of 
Foreign Goods, Sept 16. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Boardman, Wm Hy, Manch, Painter. Sept 24. Comp. Reg Sept 25 


Bocree, Anthony, Star-corner, Bermondsey, Comm Agent. Sept 23.. 
Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Bowker, Hy Slater, Blackburn, Lancaster, Grocer. Aug 27. Asst. 
Reg Sept 22. 

Broletti, Jas Albert, Lpool, Hairdresser. Aug 29, Comp. Reg 
Sept 23. 

— Thos Timothy, Sheffield, Toy Dealer. Aug 28. Asst. Reg 
ept 22. 

7. Jabez, Mudford, Somerset, Butcher. Sept 4. Reg 
Sept 24. 

Caitlich, Thos Lovatt, Derby, Cabinet Maker. Aug3l. Asst, Rog 
Sept 23. 

Chapple, Fredk, Lpool, Merchant. Sept 23. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 

a John, Kingsland-rd, Warehouseman. Aug 26. Comp. Reg 
ept 23. 

Couldwell, Benj, Kimberworth, York, Wheelwright. Aug 27. Asst. 
Reg Sept 24. 

Crofts, Geo Fredk, Birm, Jeweller. Sept i9. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Crowther, Richd, Gt Bridge, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. Sept 23, 
Comp. Reg Sept 25. 

Cummins, Wm Alves Travers, Westbourne-grove-ter, Bayswater’ 


Share Agent, Septl7. Comp. Reg Sept 22, 
er — Hounslow, Captain 26th Foot. Sept 22. Comp. Reg 
pt 23. 


Debank, Wm, Bath, Innkeeper. Sept 7. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 
Davorta, Wr Jas Geo, Fieet-st, Dentiste Sept 24. Comp. Reg 
ept 25. 
Duneaa, John Cooper, Fenchurch-st, Comm Agent. Sept 22, Comp 
Reg Sept 23. 
ag ote Geo, Burnham, Somerset, Draper. Sept 3. Asst. Reg 
pt 24, 


Sept 21. 


Comp. 
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m.ve Jas Firth, Bradford, York, Woollen Merchants. Aug28. | Baer, John, Theobald’s-rd, Red Lion-sq, Trunk Maker. Sept 24. 
ered, ontof budeen, Sapesi. C Reg Sept 23. Py Pig, | a 
Geo, City-rd, out of business. Sep omp. pt 38, ne. nd-rd, r Sept.2!1. Comp. 
pate. “aaa, ev Without, Warehouseman. Sept 2. Sept yn A ae 
Comp. Reg Sept Beard, Wi Thos, ae Commercial-rd East, Lighterman- 
oon Petingfield, Suffolk, out of business. Sept 3. Comp. Sept 29. Comp. Reg Sapt 29 
Reg Sept 2 22. Belton, Wm, Cuastle-st, Falcon-sq, Warehouseman. Sept 24. Comp. 
Green, Geo, Church-st, Greenwich, Tailor. Sept 10. Comp. Reg Reg Sept 25. 
Benitz, Hy Bartel, Lpooi, Grocer. Sept 25. Comp. Reg Sept 26. 


22. 
Peta Wm Saml, Dover, Kent, Schoolmaster- Aug 31. Comp. 


Reg Sept 24. 
Hallam, John, Butterthwaite, York, Hackle Manufacturer. Aug 27. 


torship. Reg Sept 23. 
secky, Mary Ann, Haberghem Eaves, Lancaster, Widow. Sept 19. 


<x Reg Sept 24. 
agle-ter, Victoria Dock-rd, Corn Dealer. Sept 21. 
Comp. Reg 24. 


Seps 
Hewson, Wm, # sheffield, Grocer. Sept8. Asst. Reg Sept 25. 





Heynen, Augustus, Addle-st, Wood-st, Warehouseman. Aug 27. 
Comp. Reg Sept 22. 

Hough, Thos, Runcorn, Chester, Hosier. Sept 23, Asst. Rog 
Sept 24. 

Ingle, Hugh, Hawden, York, Bookkeeper, Aug 29. Asst, Reg 
Ive, ‘rumplett, Moorgate-st, Jeweller. Sept 7. Asst. Reg Sept 22. 
Jamblin, John, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Photographic Artist. 
Sept 1. Comp. Reg Sept 22. 

Jelly, Chas Hy, Hereford, Coal Dealer. Sept 10. Asst. Reg Sept 25. 

Jocelyn, sae Geo Fredk, Warwick-st, Gent. Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Sept 2 

naet Hichd, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 27. Asst, 
Reg Sept 23. 

Jones, Edwd, Lpool, Tailor. Sept 1. Asst. Keg Sept 25. 

Kanter, — Herbert-st, Hoxton, Tobacconist. Sept 10. Comp. 
Reg Sept 

usdtiones, | Edwin, Westow-hill, Upper Norwood, Gent. Sept 14 
Comp. Keg sept 24. 

Livermore, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. Sept 4. Comp- 
Reg Sept 22. 

_ _ Burnley, Lancaster, Stone Merchant. Sept7. Asst. Reg 

metal Wm, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Joiner. Aug 31. Comp. Reg | 


Sept 25. 

Mason, — Strutton-ground, Westminster, Grocer. Sept7. Asst. 
Reg Sept 2 

Molyneux, Walter Lawry, Bishopsgate-st Within, Comm Agent, 
Sept 22. Asst. Reg Sept 25. 

Musgrave, Frank, Lpool, Lessee. Sept 24. Comp. Reg Sept 25, 
O’Kell, Edwin, Manch, Tailor. Septi7. Comp. Reg Sept 22. 

Pullen, Css Alfred, Queen-sq, Bioomsbury, Solicitor. Aug 27. Comp. 
Reg Sept 23. 

Roberts, Chas, Oswestry, Salop, Iron Merchant. Sept 23. Comp. Reg 
Sept 24. 

Robinson, Geo, Birm, Dressing-case Maker. Sept 17. 


Sept 24. 
Rose, Geo, & Jas Rose, Manch, Fancy Dealers. Sept 18. Comp. Reg 
23. 
Sept 16. 


Comp. Reg 


Rushbrook, Hy, Wellington-st, Victoria-pk, Comm Agent. 
a Reg Sept 24. 
, Thos, Manor Way, Blackheath-pk, Cattle Dealer. Aug 27. 
Comp. Reg Sept 23. 


Shilton, Edmund Spencer, ayer | Worcester, Needle Manu- 





facturer. Aug 27, Asst. Reg Se 

Si , Wm, Kennington-rd, Billiard "Table Manufacturer. Sept 19, 
Comp. Sept 22. 

Snape, Thos, Lpool, Vil Refiner. Sept 9. Comp. Reg Sept 25. 


Stronsberg, Ferdinand Philip Fischel, Cockspur-st, Charing Cross, 
Coucessionaire. Sept 14. Comp. Keg Sept 23. 
Tarelli, Geo Holborn, ceemeeeageee Ty) Dealer in Hat Shapes. 
Sept’ 12, Comp. Reg Sept 2 
Thomas, Edwin Richd, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Dispenser, 
Aug 25. Asst. keg Sep t 22. 
tm! Hy, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Sept 11. Comp. Reg 
ept 25. 
— cm Nicholas, Albrighton, Salop, Clerk. Sept 10. Comp. 
g Sept 24 
Twig is, Fred, Sheffield, Table Knife Manufacturer. Aug 27. Comp. 
6 
Wale Kobe, Lpool, Manager of Spirit Vaults. Sept 19. Comp, Reg 


Wale, aa Forest Gate, Essex, Builder. Sept 14. Comp. Reg 


Sept 

Webb, Colerne, Wilts, Carrier. Sept 5. Asst. Reg Sept 25, 

a Jas Russell, Bristol, Cooper. Sept 16. Asst. Reg 

Wenborn, Wm, Lewisham, Kent, Builder. Sept 19. Inspectorship, 
Reg Sept 22. 

Wheelhouse, Thos, Hatton-garden, Looking-glass Manufacturer. 
Sept 15, Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Whittingham, Jas, Whitchurch, Salop, Timber Merchant. Sept 4. 
ae: Reg Sept 25, 

Williamson, John Austin, Blackman-st, Southwark, Corn Dealer. 
Sept 21. Comp. Keg Sept 25. 

Williams, ay Ann, Birkenhead, Chester, Draper. Sept 7. Asst. 


Reg Sept 24 

= os Surbiton, Cement Merchant. Aug 26, Reg 

Woodin, Acraman Augustus, Old Cavendish-st, Picture Restorer. 
Sept 22. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 

Weser.. Chas, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. Sept 23. Comp. Reg 


pt 2 
Wright, Thos Newton, Manch, Chemist. Sept 14. 
Sept 22. 


Comp. 


Comp. Reg 


.Tugspay, Sept. 29, 1868. 
“ho et Kettering, Northampton, Watchmaker. Sept 4. Asst, 
4 
nly Jotns, Crescent-rd, Plumstead, Grocer. Sept9. Comp. 
pt 25, 


Blake, aaa , Godtrey-st, Bond-st, Chelsea, Grocer. Aug 31. Comp. 


Reg Se 
Bradford, ‘Guns, Clavpath, Durham, Tailor. Sept5. Asst. Reg 
tb 26. 
Bare, Edmundus, Brighton. Sept2. Asst. Reg Sept 26. 
Clements, Fras, Albany-st, Regent’s-pk, Confectioner. Sapt 19. 
Comp. Reg Sept 2s. 


Collins, Geo, Birm, Butcher. Sept 21. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 
Cousins, Chas, Park-villas, Woodvilie-rd, Thornton-heath, Traveller. 


Sept 15. Comp. Reg Sept 28. 
Putat Edwin, East Isley, Berkshire, Grocer. Sept2. Asst. Reg 
ept 28. 
Dickinson, Ralph, Liscard, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 21, 
Comp. Reg Sept 25. 
=a Jas, Ashford, Kent, Leather Seller. July 31. Comp. Reg 
EM David Harbridge, Lpool, Commissien Merchant, Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Sept 25. 
Foster, Hy, Caledonian-rd, Grocer. Sept 2y. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 
at —— Marlborough, Wilts, Saddler. Sept i4. Asst. Reg 
onthe “Thos ma Oundle, Northampton, Draper. Sept 1. 
Asst. Reg Sept 25. 
Goodfellow, Geo, Caswheene, Somerset, Draper. Aug3l. Comp. Reg 
Sept 28. 
—. Saml, Stone, Stafford, Auctioneer. Sept 5. Comp. Reg 
Sept 2 
Halthide, Edwd Joseph, Faversham, Kent, Draper. Aug 31. Asst. 
Reg Sept 25. 
a Andrew, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Sept 24. Asst, Reg 
Sept 25. 
| Hardwick, John, St pre here St George’s in the East, Cnina Dealer, 
Aug 31. Comp. Keg Sept 2 
Harris, Hewitt, Gt Horwood, radiate, Shopkeeper. Sept 12. 
Asst. ikeg Sept 26. 
Hatcher, Geo, Faversham, Kent, Hay Dealer. Sept7. Comp. Reg 
Sept 28. 
Hawkins, Jas, Sour Lea, York, Farmer, Sept 2. Comp. Reg Sept 28. 
Heptenstall, Thos, Lpool, Builder. Sept 22. Imnspectorship. Reg 
Sept 29. 
Heyes, ae Bristol, Gutta Percha Dealer. Sept 12. Asst Reg 
Sept 26 
Holmes, John, Basford, Nottingham, Stonemason. Sept 26. Comp. 
Reg sept 2' 29, 
Holt, Geo, Hanley, Stafford, Shoemaker. Sept 21. Comp. Reg 
Sept 29 
James, “Alex, High-rd, Knightsbridge, Bootmaker. Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Sept 29. 
Jeffcock, Ebenezer Cutler, Sheffield, Agent. Sept 7. Asst. Reg 
Sept 26. 
Jetts, Jas Harrow, Albion-bidgs, Aldersgate-st, Fancy Box Manu- 
facturer. Sept 9. Asst. Keg Sept 24. 
Johnstone,Walter Yonge, Sandbach, Chester, Grocer. Sept 15. Asst. 
Reg Sept 28. 
— Southport, Lancaster, Bootmaker. Sept28. Comp. Reg 
Sept 2 


Kemp, Hy, Battle, Sussex, Watchmaker. Sept 1. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 
Lavoiue, Sarah, Briguton, Widow. Sept9. Comp. Reg Sept 25. 


Lovelace, Benj, Upper Marylebone-st, Bootmaker. Sept 24. Comp. 
j Reg Sept 29. 

McCormick, Mary Ann, Lpool, Milk Dealer. Sept 24. Comp. Reg 
Sept 26. 

McGibbon, Thos, Carlisle, Manufacturer. Sept 4, Asst. Reg 
Sept 25. 

Miller, Joba, Farnworth, Lsncaster, Provision Dealer. Sept 22. Conv. 
Reg Sept 25. 

Morey, Alfred Jas, Church-st, Kensington, General Dealer. Sept 18. 
Comp. Reg Sept 26. 

O'Callaghan, Wm, Greek-st, Soho, Surgeon. Sept 23. Comp. Reg 
Sept 25. 

Rastnen, ohn, Rodmersham-greea, Kent, Fruiterer, Sept 24. Comp. 
Reg Sept 28. 

Palmer, Cornelius, Morris-rd, Christ-st, Poplar, Baker. Sept 24. 
Comp. Reg Sept 25. 

Price, Alex, Chydendale-ter, Birkbeck-rd , Upper Holloway, Stone Mason. 
Sept 21. Comp. Keg Sept 25. 

— Wm Elsmore, Monmouth, Baker. Sept 7. Comp. Reg 
Sept 2 

read, cn Oxford-st, Mile End, Bootmaker. Sept25. Comp. Reg 
Sept 26, 

Rey Wa, jan, Portsmouth, Hants, Timber Merchant, Sept 3. Asst. 
Reg Sept 28. 

Readwin, Thos Allison, Wy nne-rd, Brixton, Land Surveyer. Sept 23. 
Comp. Keg Sept 28. 


Richards, Thos Jas, Upper-st, Islington, Hosier. Sept 9. Asst. Reg 
t 25. 
Rese © i Reform-st, Holloway, Bricklayer. Sept 24. Comp. Reg 


Sept < 

Siater, Ralph, ens York, Cotton Manufacturer. Sept 7. 
Comp. Reg Sept 2 

syence, Joseph Thos, Leather-lane, Holborn, Packing Case Maker. 


t28. Comp. Keg Sept 29. 
Suh Fras Edwd, Lawson-st, Dover-rd, Rope Manufacturer. Aug 31. 
Comp. Reg Sept 28. 


Stahl, Talins, Birm, Draper. Sept 16. Comp. Reg Sept 28. 





Strick, John, Dizson, Cornwall, Smith. Sept 16. Comp. Reg 
Sept t 28. 

Trees, Richd, Darlington, Darham, Draper. Sept 9. Asst. Reg 
Sept 28. 
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Turner, Emma Jane, Lower Belgrave-st, Pimlico, Widow. Sept 10° 
comp. Reg Sept 26. 
Vaughan, Jas, & Chas Goulburn — Oswestry, Salop, Cabinet 
Makers, Sept 4. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 
Webb, Chas, West Gorton, Lancaster, Cotton Doubler. Sept 15. Comp. 
t 29, 


West, iain, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, Estate Agent. Sept24. Comp. 
Reg Sept 25. 5 
Wheeler, Abraham, Buckingham, Cabinet Maker. Sept3. Asst. Reg 


Sept 2h. 

White, Fredk, Bell-yard, Fleet-st, Licensed Victualler- Sept 15. Comp. 
Reg Sept 25. 

Wilson, Wm, Old-st, St Luke’s, Carman. Aug 28. 


Comp. Reg 


Milliners. Comp. 
Sept 26. 


Reg Sept 28. 
Keeper. Sept 17. 


Sept 24. 

Winder. Mary, & Geo Swift, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Reg Sept 25. 

Williams, Thos, St Ives, Cornwall, General Dealer. 

te, p le 

Wright, Joseph, Derby, Carver. Sept 18. Comp. 

Yates, Edmund, Surbiton, Surrey, Lodging-house 
Comp. Reg Sept 29. 


Comp- 


Sankrupls 
Fripay, Sept. 25, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 


Baker, Joseph, Toddington, Bedford, Plumber. Pet Sept 23. 
at il. ‘WYetherfield, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 
Brown, John, Keart-st, Covent-garden, Dairyman. Pet Sept 21. 
9atil. Roberts, Cement’s-inn, Strand. 
Burnham, Wn, : hipping “Wycombe, Buckinghamshire, Builder. 
Sept 18. Oct¥at 11. Spicer, Staple-inn. 
Carr, Richd, Portiand- pl, Trafalgar-r¢, Peckham, Provision Dealer. 
Pet Sept 23. Pepys. Oct 12at1!. Bartur & Drew, Fore-st. 
Collier, Wm Jas, Caledonian rd, Islington, Cheesexzonger. Pet Sept 
22. Oct9atl. Dobie, Bnsinghall-st. 
Cooper, Jacob, Yarbridge. Isle of Wight, Labourer. Pet Scpt 23. 
* Oct 12 atll. Jacobs, kedford-row. 
Dungey, John, Myddieton-st, Clerkenwell, Gasfitter. 
Oct 9at12,. Haigh, jun. King-st, Cheapside. 
Dupree, John Fras, Leather-lane, Dealer in Darthenware. Pet Sept 
23. Oct 12 at ll. Smith & Lewis, Wilmington-sq. 
Eagle, Edwin Clay, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Grocer. Pet Sept 19. Oct 9 
atll. Keighley & Gething, Ironmonger-lane. 
Hughes, Thos, Lewisham, Kent, Builder. Pet Sept 18. Oct 10at 11, 
Kent, Albert, St Clement’s, Oxford, Baker. Pet Sept 21. Oct 9 at 12. 
Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Leah, Hy Jas, Finsbury-pl South, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 18. 
1. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Maber, Timothy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 9at 12. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 
Murry, John Money, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. 
ray. Oct 10 at 12. 
Nicholson, Alfred, Moorgate-st, Attorney. Pet Sept 18. Oct 5 atl. 
Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Owen, John, Bournemouth, Hants, Builder. Pet Sept 22. Oct9at 1. 
Barrett, Bells-yard, Doctors’-commons. 
Powell, John, Prisoner for Debt. London. Pet Sept 19 (for pau). 
Pepys. Oct 9at ll. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 
Bichards, Wm, Oxford-ter, Upper Holloway, Builder. Pet Sept 23. 
Roche. Oct 12 at1ll. Cooke, King-st, Cheapside 
Shakespeare, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct9at!. Rigby, Coleman-st. 
Slater, Geo, Bartholomew-ter, Cambridge-rd, Mile-end, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet Sept 18. Oct5at 1. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Solomon, Isaac, Duke-st, Aldgate, out of business. Pet Sept 21. Oct 
9at1?. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Squire, Aun, Prisoner for Lebt, London. Pet Sept 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct9atl. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Taylor, Thos Wm. Colchester, Essex, Carpenter. Pet Sept18. Oct 9 
atl. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Thywissen, Frank, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 17. Oct 5 
at 12. Denny, Coleman-st. 
Tozer, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. 
Oct 10 at 12. 
Valentine, Wm, St Leonard’s-rd, Poplar, Draper. Pet Sept 23. Oct 
10 ati. Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. 
Warriner, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 19 (for pan). 
Roche. Oct9atll. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Watts, Geo Watkins, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 18. Mur- 
ray. Octi0a ll. 
Whymper, John Chas, Ollerton-cottages, Albany-rd, Camberwell-rd, 
Journalist. Pet Sept 23. Oct 12at11. Kent, Cannon-st. 
Wright, Robt Wm, Crafton-crescent, Kentish-town, Jeweller. Pet Sept 
17. Oct5atl2. Worthington & Co, Milk-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ashton, John, Louth, Lincoln, Music Seller. Pet Sept 18, 
Louth, Oct 2at 11. Hyde, Louth. 
Barnes, Saml, Birm, Assistant to a Tallow Chandler. 
Guest. Birm, Oct 9at10. Parry, Birm. 
Barnett, John, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept18. Acworth, 
Rochester, Oct 9 at 3. 

Bavendale, Thos, Eccleshill, York, Slater. Pet Sept 22. Bradford, 
Oct 9 at 9.15. Yewdall, Bradford. 

Beck, Wm, Newbold Verdun, Leicester, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 15. 
Loseby. Market Bosworth, Oct 8 at 3. Owston, Leicester. 

Beggs, Wm Campbell, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Pet Sept 23. Lpool, 
Oct 7 at 12. Anderson, Birkenhead. 

Bonker, Wm, jun, Salcombe, Devon, Ship Builder. Pet Sept 19. 
Exeter, Oct 6 at 10.30. Daw & Son, Exeter. 

Breeze, Wm, Tunstall, Stafford, Beer Retailer. Pet Sept 23. Challinor. 
Hanley, Oct 17 atll. Ward, Longton. 

Cliff. Vim Chas, Hanley, Stafford, Furnaceman. Pet Sept 21. Challinor, 
Hanley, Oct {7 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Collingdon, Alfd Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Sept 19. Wilde. 
Bristol, Oct 7 at 11. 

Dawkins, John, Haverfordwest, Glamorgan, Corn Merchant. Pet Sept 
16. Wilde. Bristol, Oct7 at 11. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 


Oct 12- 
Oct 
Pet 


Pet Sept 21. 


Oct 5 at 


Mur- 


Murray. 


Waite. 
Pet Sept 10. 





Pet Sept 4 
Pet Sept 22, Lpool, Oct 
Adj Sept 12. Bangor, 


Leeds, Oct 5 


Fox, Thos, Durham, Draper. Pet Sept 22. Gibson. Newcastle-upon. 
Tyne, Oct 13 at 12. Chater & Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Gailey, John, Prisoner for Debt, Chesterton, Adj Sept 19, Eaden, Cam. 
bridge, Oct 12 at 3. 

Gaunt, Nathaniel, & John Sowry. Bradford, York, Iron Merchants, 
Pet Sept 22. Leeds, Oct 12 at 11. Green, Bradford. 

Gill, Howard, Lewes, Sussex, no business. Pet Sept 21 (for Pau), 
Blaker. Lewes, Oct 15 at1l1. Lewis, Cheapside. 

Grocatt, Harriet, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Sept 9. Brow, 
Wolverhampton, Sept 29 at 12. Shakespeare, Oldbury, 

Harrison, Chas Cayard, Nottingham, Wareh Pet Sept 21, 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Oct 7 at 10.30. Briggs & Cranch. 

Herring, Hy, Sibsey, Lincoln, Cattle Dealer. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, Og 
I4at 12. Bailes, Boston. 

Hertzberg, Jacob, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet Sept 21 (for pau) 
Blaker. Lewes, Oct 15 at 11. . 

Hilton, Marion, Lpool, Lodging Housekeeper. Pet Sept2!, Hime, 
Lpool, Oct 7 at 3. Pemberton, Lpool. 

Hughes, Alfd Benj, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Sept 19. Wilde 
Bristol, Oct 7 at Il. P 

Jenkins, Thos Gibbs, Prisoner fur Debt, Lancaster. 
Hime. Lpool, Oct 9 at 3. 

Jones, Chas, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. 
Oct 6 at 12. Slater, Darlaston, 

Jones, Hy Richd, Worcester, out of business, 


Deacon, Jas Stansfield, Shipley, York, Travelling Draper. 
Leeds, Oct 12 at 11. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Dickenson, Partiger, Lpool, out of business, 
12 at 11. Wilson, Lpool. 

Evans, Owen, Prisoner for Debt, Carnarvon. 
Oct 5 at 1 


tl. 
se rae John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 12. 
atl 





Adj Sept 18, 
Pet Sept 18.  Waleall, 
Gale, 
Birm, 
Pet Sept 21, 


Pet Sept 21. 


Pet Sept 19. Hime. 


Cheltenham, Oct 6 at 11. Tree, Worcester. 
Kirtlan, Thos, Bridgnorth, Salop, Draper. Pet Sept22. Hill, 
Oct 14at 12. Backhouse, Bridgnorth. 
Lindley, John Walter, Ipswich, Suffolk, Whitesmith. 
Pretyman. Ipswich, Oct 7 at1ll. Jennings, Ipswich. 
Livesey, Jas, Swansea, Accountant. Pet Sept7. Morris. Swansea, 
Oct 7 at 2. Clifton, Swansea. 
Moorcroft, David, Lpool, Fruiterer. Lpool, Oct 
6at3. Nordon, Lpool. 
Naylor, David Holt, Hulme, Lancaster, Manager of an Eating-house, 
Pet Sept 2}. Hulton. Salford, Oct 10 at 9.30. Orton, Manch, 
Nicholls. Alfd Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Sept 22. Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Oct 12 at 11. Summers, 
Hall. 
Nutt, John, Leicester, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 15. Hill. Birm, 
Oct 6atll. Gregory & Bourkell, Leicester. 
Oxburgh, Hy, Leeds, Hatter. Pet Sept22. Marshall, Leeds, Oct 8 
at 12, Ferus, Leeds. 
Pauling, Thos, Swinstead, Lincoln, Baker. Pet Sept 21. Bell. Bourn, 
Oct 7 at 12. Law, Stamford. 
Pickup, Crimshaw, Accrington, Lancaster, Bootmaker. Pet Sept 1, 
Fardell. Manch, Oct 7 at 11. Robinson, Manch. 
Price, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj Sept 12. Morgan, Neath, 
Oct 6at il. Smith, Swansea. 
Pryor, Hy, Bampton, Oxford, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Sept 8. Bishop. 
Witney, Oct 8 at 1. Lee, Witney. 
Robinson, Reginald, Rainow, Chester, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 21, Maccles- 
field, Oct 5 at ll. Higginbotham & Barclay. Macclesfield. 
Routh, John, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Gent. Pet Sept 21. Blake. New- 
port, Oct 7 at 12. Hooper, Newport. 
Shephard, Joseph, Nottingham, Greengrocer. Pet Sept 21. Patchitt, 
Nottingham, Oct 7 at 10.30. 
Simmonds, John Fredk, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. Pet Sept 21, 
(for pau), Blaker. Lewes, Oct 15 at 11. Lewis, Cheapside. 
Sunderland, Rufus, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Cloth Dresser. Pet Sept 
19. Marshall. Leeds, Oct 8 at12. Harle, Leeds. 
Thomas, John, Oxton, Chester, Joiner. Pet Sept 22. Lpool, Oct 7at 
12. Anderson, Birm. 
Tomkinson, Richd, jun, Chester, Merchant, Pet Sept 23. Lpool, Oct 
6at 1. Etty, Lpool. 
Turner, John, Doncaster, York, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 18. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Oct 6 at 12. Ellis, Doncaster. 
Underwood, Fredk, Cambridge, Tailor. Pet Sept 19. Eaden. Cam- 
bridge, Oct 12 at 3. Jarrold, Cambridge. 
Widdowson, Hy, jun, Everton, nr Lpool, out of business. Pet Sept & 
Hime. Lpool, Oct 6 at 2.30. Ritson, Lpool. 
Wilson, Chas Hy, & Chas Hy Wilson, jun, Birm, Ivory Turners. Pe 
Sept 23. Hill. Birm, Oct 7at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Wood, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, out of business, Pet Sept 19. Walsall, 
Oct 6at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 
Yelland, Edwin, Brighton, out of business. Pet Sept 21 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Oct 15 at 11. Barrow, Fish-street-hill. 
Tuesvay, Sept, 29, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 
Arthur, John, Tufton-st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 
25. Oct !2at 12. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 
Assheton, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 18. Oct 10 
It 


at ll. 

Aylward, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. Oct 7 at 12 

Boyd, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21, Oct 10 at 12. 

Chadder, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 18. Oct 10 
at ll, 

Dunse, Eliz, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct9 atl. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Gibbins. Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 25 (for pau), 
Brougham. Oct 12at!. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Golsby, Chas, London Colney, Hertford, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 25. 
Oct 12at 1. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Ligcoln’s-inn-fields. 

Gough, Geo Chas, Langley Marsh, Bucks, Farmer’s Bailiff. Pet Sept 
24. Oct 10ati. Wilis, Carter-lane, Doctur’s-commons. 

Jacobs, Montague, & Lionel Jacobs, Gt Prescott-st, Goodman’s-fields, 
m9 $ Sees. Pet Aug 22, Pepys. Oct 16 at 1. Nichol 
son, Lime-st. 
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King, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 25 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 12 at 1. Watson, Basinghall-st. 
Knapton, Win Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 2). Oct 10 


ge Bolton Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Sept 23 (for 
pau). Brougham. Oct l0atl. Parkes, Beaufort-bldgs. 

Middleton, John, Charlotte-ter, Blackfriars-rd, out of business. Pet 
Sept 25. Oct 12 at 12. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st. 

Mant, Geo, Sandridge, Hertford, Publican. Pet Sept 25. Oct 12 atl. 
Dobie, Basinghall-st. ; 

Parker, Wm Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. Oct 10 

12. 
a John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. Oct 10 at 12. 
sandell, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 18. Oct 10 


ll. 
dnd Fredk Wm, New Brentford, Clothier. Pet Sept 24. Oct 12 at 
12. Butcher, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 
Scammell, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 18. Oct 18 


t 11. 
stratford, Thos Saml, Approach-rd, Bethnal-green, Trimming Manu- 
. Pet Sept 26. Oct !5at1l. Shiers, New-inn, Strand. 
Tapper, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 21. Oct 10 


eau, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 25 (for pau). 
Oct 12 at 1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Wagner, John Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 26 (for 
. Oct 15 at ll. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Worsdale, Wm Chas, Railway-mews, Euston-sq, out of business. Pet 
Sept 23. Oct 10at1. Pittman. Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Ault, Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Boat Builder. Pet Sept 18. Macrae. 
Manch, Oct 9 at 12. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Austin, Wm, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Sept 24. Challinor. 
Hanley, Oct 17 at 11. Salt, Longton. 

Bowden, Geo, Glossop, Derby, Retailer of Beer. Pet Sept 24. Hibbert. 
Glossop, Oct 13 at 10. Reddish, Manch. 

Brickhill, Jas, Cheadle, Stafford, Baker. Pet Sept 26. Hill, Birm, 
Oct 14at 12. Rowlands, Birm. 

Budden, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Aug16. Thorndike. 
Southampton, Oct 14at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Chadwick, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 17, Fardell. 
Manch, Oct 13 at 11. 

Coates, Alfd John, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 18. Hol- 
croft. Sevenoaks, Oct 15 at 12. 

Dooley, Hy, Warrington, Lancaster, File Cutter. Pet Sept 24. Nichol- 
son. Warrington, Oct 29 at 11. Moore, Warrington. 


Elliott, Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Fishing Smack Proprietor. Pet 
Sept 25. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 13 at 12. Ritson, Sun- 
der! 


Everip, Hy, jun, Westbromwich, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Sept 23. Wat- 
son. Oldbury, Oct 8 at 10. Shakespeare, Oldbury. 
Finning, John, Phinhoe,'Devon, Carpenter. Pet Sept 25. Daw. 
Exeter, Oct 12 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 
Gregory, Wm, jun, Queensborough, Kent, Lime Merchant. Pet Sept 
24. Wates. Sheerness, Oct I6at}1. Wiilis, Sheerness. 
Hales, Wm Atherstone, Scalby, York, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet Sept 
25, Leeds, Oct 12at1l. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 
Harrison, Wm Jas, Dover, Kent, Eating House-keeper. Pet Sept 25. 
Greenhow. Dover, Oct 13 at 12. Lewis, Dover. 
Hayes, Wm Hy, Portswood, Southampton, Dairyman. Pet Sept 25. 
Thorndike. Southampton, Oct 14 at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 
Hill, Wm, Leeds, Washing Machine Maker. Pet Sept 24. Marshall. 
Leeds, Oct 20 at Iz. Harle, Leeds. 
Hughes, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj Sept 16. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 13 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle- upon-Tyne. 
Jackman, Wm Hy, Haylands, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet Sept 24. 
Blake. Newport, Oct 10 at 11.30. Beckingsale, Newport. 
Keats, Wm Hy, Leek, Operative Shoemaker. Pet Sept 21, Allen. 
Leek, Oct 8 at 11. Johnson, Leek, 
Lockett, John, Hanley, Stafford, Shopkeeper. Pet Sept 25. Challinor. 
Hanley, Oct 17 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 
Lomax, Ambrose, Gorton, Lancaster, Coutractor. Pet Sept 26. Fardel. 
Manch, Oct 14at 11. Hulton & Lister, Salford. 
Lunn, Wm, Balderton, Nottingham, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 22. New- 
ton, Newark, Oct 14at 12. Belk, Nottingham. 
Moore, Jas, Southsea, Hants, ont of business, Pet Sept 22. Howard. 
Port*mouth, Oct 12 at 12, Champ, Portsea. 
orphew, Wm Codd, Higher Tranmere, Chester, Wine Merchant. 
MPet Sept 26. Lpool, Oct 12 at 11. Kent, Lpool. 
Morris, Wm, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Mariner, Pet Sept 23. Blake 
Newport. Oct 10 at 11. Joyce, Newport. 
Newhook, Hy, Southampton, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 24. Thorndike, 
Southampton, Oct 7 at 11. Mackey, Southampton. 
Nott, Robt, Baughton, Worcester, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 22, Hudson. 
Pershore, Oct 13 at 10. Martin, Pershore. 
Packwood, Laban, Westbromwich, Stafford, Salesman. Pet Sept 22. 
Watson. Oldbury, Oct 8 at iC. Roden, Kidderminster. 
Pippin, Geo, Bristol, Oilman. Pet Sept 22, Harley. Bristol, Oct 16 
Ratelift Chas, Aber Gla vi 
» Chas, raman, morgan, Victualler. Pet Sept 25. Rees, 
Aberdare, Oct 12 at 11. Rosser, Aberdare. . 
Rundle, Thos Luckham, Malborough, Devon, Cordwainer. Pet Sept 14. 
Square, Kingsbridge, Oct 1 at 3. Davies. 
Ryan, Joseph, Lianelly, Mason. Pet Sept 15. Morris. Lianelly, Sept 
RyI at “a ey oe Mace 
ance, Geo Wilson, Tyldesley, nr Manch,Ironmonger. Pet Sept 25. 
Macrae. Manch, Oct 9 atil. Marsland & prem aed : 
Scholey, Thos, Wavhingborough, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Sept 24. Hill, 
Birm, Oct 13 at 12. Brown & Co, Lincoln. 
Slaney. 


haw, Arthur, Audley, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 24. 
castle-upon-T'yne, Oct 10 at 11. Sait, Tunstall. 
Southorn, Geo, West Haddon, Northampton, Butcher. Pet Sept 23. 
Willoughby. Daventry, Oct 7 at 10. Gery, Daventry. 
a oe Pet Jan 20 (for pau). Tibbitts. Warwick, Oct 12 at 
Ad * 


rm. 
F 
Oct 13 aie Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj Sept 17, Fardell. Manch, 





Sutherland, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet Sept18. Wilde. 
Bristol. Oct 10 at 11. Henderson, Bristol}. 
Taylor. Jas, Bradford, York, Cooper. Pet Sept 25. Bradford, Oct 13. 
at 915. Berry, Bradford. 
Taylor, Joseph, Everton, nr Lpoo!l, Brushmaker. Pet Sept25. Hime. 
Lpool, Oct 12 at 3. Grocott, Lpool. 
Threlfall, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Bolton. 
Blackburn, Oct 19 at 1. 
Tibbetts, Benj, Quarry-bank, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Sept 17. Hill. Birm, 
Oct 14atlz. Stokes, Dudley. 
Tilfourd, Geo, & Joseph Mitchell, Sheffield, Railway Spring Manafac- 
turers. Pet Sept 25. Leeds, Oct 21 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield. 
Tuer, Christopher, & John Bradshaw, Farnworth, Lancaster, Iron 
Founders. Pet Sept17. Fardell. March, Oct!9atil. Marsland 
& Addleshaw, Manch. 
Verco, Wm, Paignton, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 24. 
Exeter, Oct 9at ll. Carter, Torquay. 
W aring, Wm, Doncaster, Commercial Traveller. Pet Sept 24. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Oct 15 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 
Windram, John, Leicester, Tailor. Pet Sept 24. Ingram. Leicester, 
Oct 17 at 10. Durrant, Leicester. 
Witte, Lugwig, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. Adj Sept16. Daubney. 
Gt Grimsby, Oct 9 at UU. 
W right, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 12. Mason. Wake- 
field, Oct 20 at 11. 
W orth, Thos Proctor, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Licensed Hawker. Pet 
Sept 24. Langley. Cardiff, Oct 12 at 11. Ensor, Cardiff. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Sept. 25, 1868. 
Wellington,,Wm, Upton Hellions, Devon, Clerk. Aug 18. 
Tvuespay, Sept. 29, 1868, 


Collingwood, Wm, Maidstone, Kent, Chemist. Sept 17. 
Wilcock, Robt, Seacombe, Chester, Plumber. July 11. 








WILLIAM TARN & CO. 
CARPETS, 
FURNITURE, 
BEDDING. 


The Largest Show Rooms in England. 


WILLIAM TARN & CO., 


NEWINGTON OCAUSEWAY, 


AND 


NEW KENT ROAD, S.E. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's. 
2a 6G@ £3¢€¢ £%¢4 266 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand1 18 0 2 4 0 21e wv 
Dessert ditto .....ecccese | 0 Oand! 10 112 0 
Table Spoons .... 110 Oand1 18 240 
Dessert ditto ... 1 0 Oand! 10 112 0 
Jea Spoons ...e.see.eee.5 O12 OandO 18 0 120 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
is. 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles,s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ceievrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., l6s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 


ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Fu [ronmor- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


rail, 
~~ RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 
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NOTICE. 





THE LAW UNION INSURANCE 
COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 


WHOLE WORLD 


AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 


AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
of the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 
Annual Premium. 

To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 

Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 

The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





LOANS GRANTED ON 


LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WiTH LIFE ASSURANCES, 


Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &c., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 


FRANK McGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary, 











_— GUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY. 


EsTABLISHED 1821, 


No. 11, LOMBARD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Susscripep CapiTaL Two MILLIons. 
Total Invested Funds upwards ef £2,750,000. 
Total Income upwards of £320,000. 


Notice is hereby given, that FIRE POLICIES which expire at 
Michaelmas must be renewed within Fifteen Days at this Office, or with 
the Company’s Agents throughout the Kingdom, otherwise they become 
void. 

All Insurances now have the benefit of the Reduced Duty of Is. 6d. per 
Cent. 

For Prospectus and ether information apply to the Company’s Agents, 


or to T. TALLEMACH, Secretary. 


AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY. Offices, 
114, Chancery-lane, London. Subscribed Capital, £5,000,000. 


TRUSTEES, 

The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford, 

The Right Hon. Lord Truro, 

The Right Hon. Lord Brougham. 

The Right Hon. Sir William Bovill, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas. 

The Right Hon, Sir Frederick Pollock, Bart. 

The Right Hon. John Robert Mowbray, M.P., Judge Advocate. 
General. 

The Hon, Vice-Chancellor Malins. 

Insurances expiring at Michaelmas should be renewed within 15 days 


thereafter, at the offices of the Society, or with any of its agents through- 
out the country. 





GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary. 





ESTABLISHED 1844. 
REAT BRITAIN MUTUAL LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY. 
101, Cunarsipe, Loxpon, E.C. 

Empowered by Special Act of Par., 25th and 26th Vict., cap. 74. 
A mp annual premiums, and sums assured payatle during 
le. 

Peculiar advantages offered to policy-holders by this Society. 


The profits applied, first, in extngninhies the premiums ar A GIVEN 
DATE, and afterwards in making Me BO DURING LIFE; 
this important advantage being secured without the payment of any 


additional premium 
ANDREW FRANCIS, Secretary 





Gee LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


; 37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities, 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

Provosan For Loan ow MortGaces, 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other paymenis) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build= 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





'QINHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Cornrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 


Exceprionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particular® 
of which may be obtained on application. 


B11ts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bilis purchased or sett 
or collection, 

Sates anv Porcnasés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken. 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and ciwil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 
J. THOMSON, Chairman, 





